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“The Story of the 
Consewative Saptiet Porecgu 
Mission Soctety 


‘Vue object of this pamphlet is to acquaint our Baptist 
churches with the background and conditions which 
brought about the formation of the Conservative Baptist 
Foreign Mission Society. 

The Conservative Baptist Foreign Mission Society was 
legally incorporated on December 15, 1943, and is now 
functioning as an effective foreign missionary agency 
within our Baptist denomination, to continue to promote 
Biblical Missions on the foreign field. 


In a little over six years this new Society has appointed 
over two hundred missionaries for work in India, China, 
Belgian Congo, Brazil, Argentina, Portugal, Italy, Japan, 
French West Africa, Philippine Islands and Ecuador. 

During this same period there have been over 1500 
churches which have contributed to the support of the 
Society's ever growing list of missionaries. 

As we give the historical background and tell this story 
of progress, we acknowledge our gratitude to God for 
His manifold blessings, doing for us “exceeding abun- 
dantly above all that we ask or think.” 
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I 
Conditions Which Brought About the CBFMS 


That the Northern Baptist Convention at present is 
a “mixed multitude,” no intelligent Baptist will deny. 
We are a ‘‘mixed multitude” because we are not united 
on the great essential doctrines. Fifty years ago there was 
greater unity among Baptists because Baptists had a com- 
mon faith in the Bible as the Word of God. The Bible 
was so generally accepted then, as true and trustworthy, 
that further statement was hardly necessary. It was suffi- 
cient to speak of the New Testament as our “‘sufficient 
authority for faith and practice.” 

But with the inroads which “Rationalism” has made 
on all major Protestant denominations, there has come 
a definite change. During the past quarter of a century 
modernism, like a cancerous sore, has eaten into the vitals 
of all major Protestant denominations until today Prot- 
estantism, doctrinally speaking, is more clearly defining 
itself into two main camps, namely, Liberals or Modern- 
ists and Evangelicals or Conservatives, also known as 
Fundamentalists. 


The basic difference between these two groups is doc- 
trinal. This doctrinal difference grows out of a funda- 
mentally different view of the Scriptures. 

For the Fundamentalists, or those who are truly con- 
servative and evangelical, the Bible is the inspired “Rev- 
elation” of God—final and authoritative in all matters 
of faith and practice—true and trustworthy in every 
respect, The Liberal or Modernist rejects this view of the 
Bible and attempts to “rationalize’’ the Bible thereby mak- 
ing “Reason” his final seat of authority. Hence, the 
basic difference is that of ‘Reason vs. Revelation.” 

There is nothing new in this basic difference. It is as 
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old as the Garden of Eden. The church has always had 
to oppose it. But a sad chapter has been written into 
present-day Protestantism because a large portion of it 
has embraced, or tolerated without protest this “Ration- 
alism,”’ with its plea for “latitude of interpretation” which 
often results in open denial of the faith. 


The Northern Baptist Convention has not escaped this 
deadly infection. Modernism has been injected into the 
life stream of our convention until every society is suffer- 
ing more or less from it. 


Its deadly effect upon our foreign mission work can 
be seen in the following facts pointed out by the late 
Dr. C. H. Heaton in the ‘Objectives of Fundamental 
Fellowship of the N. B. C.” 


“Within recent years many hundreds of Baptist churches have 
withdrawn their fellowship from the Northern Baptist Conven- 
tion. Reference to the annual of the Northern Baptist Convention 
for 1930 reveals that there were 8147 churches in the conven- 
tion in 1929. The year book for 1944 shows that there were 
then 7348, a loss of 800 churches. On page 260 of the Second 
Survey, there is a table which shows the number of churches in 
the convention between 1878 and 1928. The largest number of 
churches occurred in the year 1914 when there were 9310, The 
year book for 1944 shows a total number of churches as 7348, 
a loss of 1962. In 1921 Northern Baptists contributed $9,900,000 
to all missionary objects. According to the 1943 reports we 
gave to the Unified Budget and the World Emergency Fund 
$3,672,000. In 1923 we were supporting 844 foreign mission- 
aries. In 1943 we were supporting 459.” 


Despite all the protests by conservatives and efforts 
to correct these existing conditions in the missionary 
structure, things grew worse. The only answer was the 
formation of a new mission society which merited the 
confidence of Bible-believing Baptists, tired of compro- 
mise, and hesitant to encourage missionary giving to a 
Society that was practicing an “Inclusive Policy,” and 
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whose vague “Evangelical Policy’ was wholly unsatis- 
factory. 

_ Although many Bible-believing Baptists were aware 
of this situation, they were also alarmed over the fact 
that conditions were getting worse instead of better. This 
was evident to the conservatives from the following facts: 


First: Because of the refusal of the ABFMS to heed 
the protest of hundreds of conservatives to the appoint- 
ment of a new Foreign Secretary whose liberal tendencies 
and associations were well known to many of the con- 
servatives in the Northern Baptist Convention, It is un- 
derstood from the records that there were as many letters 
of protest as there were letters of commendation to the 
ABFMS concerning its action in this regard. But in spite 
of this weight of protest, the ABFMS placed its sym- 
pathies with the liberal element, and refused to heed the 
recommendation of the conservatives to rescind its action. 
The ABFMS evidently did not want to offend the liberals, 
but did not seem convinced that its action in not heeding 
the conservatives was precipitating a division in our for- 
eign mission work. 

The very division the denomination is suffering from 
today was the note of danger that was sounded by the 
group of conservatives who met with the Board of the 
ABFMS in Springfield, Illinois in May of 1943. 


Second: At the same time when there was agitation 
concerning the new Foreign Secretary of the ABFMS, 
an effort was being made by conservative individuals in 
the East to work out some procedure whereby the lost 
confidence of conservative churches and individuals might 
be restored. All suggestions by the conservatives were 
turned down, and no alternative solutions were offered. 
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Third: Because of the apparent “inclusiveness” with 
which the ABFMS was interpreting and practicing its so- 
called ‘‘Evangelical Policy,” an “inclusiveness” which 
permitted missionary candidates whose theological posi- 
tion was unsatisfactory to the conservative members of 
the Board to be appointed nevertheless because the con- 
servatives were in the minority on the Board. 

Latitude of Interpretation 

Notwithstanding all that has been written in defense 
of its “Evangelical Policy,” the basic policy of the ABFMS 
is an “‘inclusive policy.’ This can be readily seen from 
the statement by the Board in reference to its ‘‘Evangeli- 
cal Policy” that, “Within the Northern Baptist Conven- 
tion there has always been Jatitude of interpretation of 
the New Testament teachings which support that policy.” 
Any liberal can agree to the Board’s “Evangelical Pol- 
icy,’ the New Testament, or even the New Hampshire 
Confession of Faith providing he is allowed the in- 
dulgence of “‘latitude of interpretation.” This policy of 
latitude of interpretation provides an opening large 
enough for any modernist to get through. 


Fourth: Because any attempt to segregate gifts by 
means of “designations” according to the “Designated 
Gift Plan” of the Northern Baptist Convention, does not 
relieve one of the responsibility for what the whole 
body does. 

Dr. Earle V. Pierce has well pointed this out in his 
article entitled ‘“The Foreign Board Hath Spoken” which 
appeared in the “Watchman-Examiner” February, 1944: 

‘“Fundamentalists were leaders in the fight for the 
tight of donors to designate gifts, though they were 
not the only ones who fought for this. They opposed the 
‘equalization plan,’ which was a subtle way to defeat the 
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very purpose of designations. But they stood for desig- 
nations, not as a way to avoid the problem of the appoint- 
ment only of the right kind of missionaries, but from the 
desire of churches to know just to whom they were giving 
their money. 


“But designations will not solve the problem of in- 
fection in the denomination. The Baptists are a body. 
Infection in one part tends to paralyze the power in the 
entire body, and infection always tends to spread, I can- 
not say to one infected member of my body, ‘I will let 
you go forward in your own way, and then I will turn 
what food I can to the healthy part of my body.’ All of 
us who are members of the American Baptist Foreign 
Mission Society are responsible for whatever that SO- 
CIETY does, and sf we vote for a plan that makes it 
legitimate to send out unsound missionaries to please one 
section of the denomination, we compromise ourselves 
utterly. Groups of people of whatever faith under the sun 
have the right to send out their missionaries, but not 
through the historic Baptist body. We must think clearly 
on this. This ‘liberty of designated gifts for approved 
personnel or projects’ does not then make unnecessary 
the protest which is being made.” 


Dr. Pierce further states referring to the CBFMS, that, 
“T did not oppose it, because events proved clearly that 
the formation of such a society was the only possible 
means of keeping hundreds of loyal Baptist pastors and 
churches with a missionary passion from withdrawing 
entirely from the Northern Baptist Convention. \ believe 
that God is using and will yet more fully use the forma- 
tion of the Conservative Baptist Foreign Mission Society 
for the good of the whole Baptist work.” 
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Fifth: Because all the sincere efforts of the conserva- 
tives to get the ABFMS to clarify its position in regard 
to its interpretation of its ‘Evangelical Policy’’ and what 
is meant by the “trustworthiness of the Scriptures,” have 
been met with evasion of the real issues. 

It is difficult for hundreds of conservatives to under- 
stand how the ABFMS can adhere to the “trustworthiness 
of the Scriptures,’ and decline to include, as a prerequi- 
site to missionary appointment, the unequivocal accept- 
ance by the candidate of Matthew and Luke’s accounts 
of our Lord’s birth as true and trustworthy. Do not the 
Scriptures clearly teach the Virgin Birth of Jesus? Are 
not those accounts part of the Scriptures which are true 
and trustworthy? Why has the ABFMS consistently re- 
fused to declare itself on this point? What is the real 
reason behind the Board’s hesitatncy? Is it that they do 
not believe the birth narratives to be true and trustworthy ? 
If the ABFMS would ansker that question, it would help 
many Baptists to know what the Board means when it 
speaks of the “Trustworthiness of the Scriptures.” 

Meeting in YMCA, Chicago, May, 1943 

In a meeting in May, 1943, in the Central YMCA, in 
Chicago, the Chairman of the ABFMS met with repre- 
sentatives of the conservatives and left them with the 
feeling that the ABFMS was consciously evading the 
real theological issue and interpreted the Board’s ‘‘Evan- 
gelical Policy” to be broad enough to take in the entire 
constituency of the Northern Baptist Convention. This 
meant that the door to missionary appointment was to 
remain open for the appointment of missionaries whose 
liberal views of theology would be unacceptable to Bible- 
believing Baptists who held to our time-honored Baptist 
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convictions. This meant that the door to missionary ap- 
pointment would not be guarded so as to appoint only 
those who were sound and evangelical in their faith. The 
fact that the ABFMS was unwilling to clearly state that 
missionaries would be required to declare their faith in 
the historicity and authenticity of Matthew’s and Luke’s 
accounts of our Lord’s birth made the conservative breth- 
ren suspicious of the Board’s ‘Evangelical Policy.” 

That the so-called ‘‘Evangelical Policy” of the ABFMS 
had now become an “Inclusive Policy’ in reality, some- 
thing which many conservatives have long suspected, is 
seen from the Board’s own statement adopted at its meet- 
ing of November 16, 1943. 

“The Board, therefore, will continue to look to the 
entire constituency for its missionaries, and will continue 
to appoint only those who, after careful examination, are 
found to be within the limits of its ‘Evangelical Policy’ 
with respect to their Christian experience and theological 
Belek crea 

Just what the Board means by “within the limits of 
the ‘Evangelical Policy’ ’”’ is vague for those “‘limits’’ have 
not made it necessary for candidates to remain within 
the limits of Matthew’s and Lukes accounts of our Lord’s 
birth! If the Board’s ‘Evangelical Policy’ does not in- 
clude the necessity on the part of the missionary to accept 
the authenticity of our Lord’s birth, then it is difficult 
for many conservatives to understand what the Board 
means when it speaks of the “trustworthiness of the 
Scriptures.” This question the Board has never answered 
to the satisfaction of the conservatives. 


New Society Born in Prayer 
When the ABFMS failed to come out with a clear-cut 
‘Evangelical Policy,” those assembled went to their knees 
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in prayer and arose with the assurance in their hearts that 
the Holy Spirit had directed them to suggest the forma- 
tion of a new mission society which would commend 
itself wholeheartedly to Bible-believing Baptists. This 
was done by adopting a resolution that called for three 
regional conferences to be held the following October. 

During the interim between the resolution that called 
for the three regional conferences and the holding of 
these conferences, the ABFMS was again given opportun- 
ity to clarify its policy and to take action which if they 
had done would have made unnecessary the formation 
of the new Society. 


Still seeking to do all that it possibly could to avoid 
the formation of a new Society the Executive Committee 
of the Fundamentalist Fellowship of the Northern Bap- 
tists (now Conservative Baptist Fellowship) drew up a 
“Directive” or doctrinal statement, and submitted it to 
the ABFMS. This was not a “creed” in the sense that 
Baptists object to a creed. It was merely an attempt to 
get the ABFMS to clarify its interpretation of its own 
“Evangelical Policy.” It was a statement of the great 
Biblical doctrines to which time-honored Baptists have 
always held. Confessions of faith are not new for Baptists. 
W. J. McGlothlin, eminent Baptist historian, edited an 
entire volume of “Baptist Confessions of Faith.’ (Those 
interested in this subject might refer to an article entitled 
“Our Confessional Dilemma” by Dr, George Carlson, 
which appeared in the ‘‘Watchman-Examiner,” Septem- 
ber 28, 1944.) 


For the benefit of those who have not had the oppor- 
tunity to study this “Directive” we print it in full: 
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DIRECTIVE 
OF THE 
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF THE FUNDAMENTALIST 
FELLOW SHIP 
PRESENTED TO THE BOARD OF MANAGERS 


OF THE 
AMERICAN BAPTIST FOREIGN MISSION SOCIETY 
AT THE 
La SALLE HOTEL, SEPTEMBER 9, 1943 


We, representing the Fundamentalist Fellowship of the North- 
ern Baptist Convention, declare we will no longer give funds 
to the American Baptist Foreign Mission Society that can in 
any way be appropriated for the support of missionaries who 
do not affirm faith in the Bible as the inspired Word of God; 
the deity of our Lord Jesus Christ, which includes His pre- 
existence, virgin birth, miracles, and His bodily resurrection 
from the dead; the substitutionary death of our Lord for sinners 
in atonement for their sins; His high priestly intercession 
at the right hand of God and His eternal sovereignty. 

We further hold it to be inimical to the successful operation 
of missionary work for fields to be staffed with personnel of 
diverse belief, and oppose such policies. Therefore, be it re- 
solved:— 

That the Board of Managers of the American Baptist Foreign 
Mission Society shall pledge as a guarantee of our co-operation 
that it will not appoint as missionaries or secretaries candidates 
who deny the inspiration of the Bible as the authoritative Word 
of God; the pre-existence, virgin birth, sinless life, miraculous 
works, and other revelations that Jesus is God the Father’s only 
begotten Son; the atonement for our sins wrought by the death 
of our Lord; His bodily resurrection from the dead; His priest- 
hood on behalf of believers and His Kingly Glory; the necessity 
of regeneration for all human beings and the requirement of this 
faith as a basis of salvation for sinners. 


In submitting this statement, the conservatives were 
seeking to get the ABFMS to clarify its “Evangelical 
Policy” and give assurance that only such missionaries 
would be appointed who are sound in the faith and true 
to our historic Baptist doctrine, and “evangelical” in the 
true sense of what the average Bible-believing Baptist be- 
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lieves an evangelical to be. Any Bible-believing Baptist 
could wholeheartedly assent to every statement in this 
“Directive.” 

Had the ABFMS given such assurance, the conserva- 
tives would have continued their support of the ABFMS 
and there would have been no new Society. However, the 
ABFMS refused to accept this “Directive” as an accepta- 
ble interpretation of its “Evangelical Policy.” 


ABFMS Rejects Conservatives’ “Directive” 


At the meeting of the Foreign Board, Tuesday, Sep- 
tember 21, Dr. Miller presented the resolution from the 
Executive Committee of the Fundamentalist Fellowship 
which was adopted in Chicago, September 9, as the con- 
dition of recommending continued cooperation with the 
ABFMS. 

Dr. E. V. Pierce moved the adoption of this by the 
Board. After four hours’ discussion the following sub- 
stitute resolution was adopted with the five fundamentalist 
members voting against it: 

“The evangelical policy of the American Baptist For- 
eign Mission Society was enunciated at Milwaukee in 
1924, reaffirmed in 1933, and was set forth again at the 
June, 1943 meeting of the Board of Managers as the 
basic policy of the Society. 

“Within the Northern Baptist Convention there has 
always been Jatitude of interpretation of the New Testa- 
ment teachings that support this policy. Repeatedly the 
denomination has refused to make normative any con- 
fessions of faith or credal statements beyond the affirma- 
tion adopted at the Indianapolis Convention in 1922, 
to wit: 

““The Northern Baptist Convention affirms that the 
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New Testament is the all-sufficient ground of our faith 
and practice, and we need no other statement.’ 

“This is the historic Baptist position and the one to 
which our denomination has consistently adhered, Since 
the American Baptist Foreign Mission Society is an agency 
of the denomination, it holds steadfastly to the same 
position.” 

Commenting on this vote, Dr. Pierce in his pamphlet, 
“Call to Conservatives,” said: 


‘In the discussion of the proposed resolution, in the 
open meeting of the Board, it became evident that the 
Board did not intend to hold to an interpretation of their 
own ‘evangelical policy’ or the Indianapolis declaration so 
as to preclude the choosing of secretaries and the ap- 
pointment of missionaries who do not hold to the plain 
statements of Scripture on some vital points of doctrine 
or the clear New Testament standard. Elections and ap- 
pointments of the Board are, of course, the test as to 
whether this conclusion is correct and whether our mis- 
sion fields are to have, with Board sanction, missionaries 
in places of great influence who have ‘another gospel,’ 
and who do not plant the pure Word in the hearts of 
lost men, but a word vitiated, more or less, by human 
philosophies. I have given assurance to churches for years 
that the ‘inclusive policy’ as safeguarded by the ‘evangeli- 
cal policy’ did not permit the appointment of theologically 
liberal missionaries. I cannot now give that assurance, 
but hope the time may come again when I can.” 

These, then, were the immediate facts that led to the 
formation of the CBFMS. But behind these immediate 
facts there is the history of a quarter of a century of the 
devastating effects of modernism and liberalism on the 
life of the N. B. C. and the ABFMS. 
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II 
Events Subsequent to the Organization of CBFMS 


Since the foregoing is the background which made 
necessary the formation of the CBFMS, we believe our 
readers will be interested also in the facts since the or- 
ganization of the CBFMS which took place on December 
15,1943; 

1. ABFMS Disavows Inclusive Policy in Word But Not 
in Practice 

The Board of Managers of the American Baptist For- 
eign Mission Society issued a statement at the meeting 
of the Northern Baptist Convention in Atlantic City, 
New Jersey, in May, 1944, ‘“‘disavowing the inclusive 
policy in any sense that would imply the inclusion of ap- 
pointees under the Board who are not in whole-hearted 
agreement with our established evangelical policy.” How- 
ever, definite evidence to the effect that candidates with 
liberal theological beliefs were appointed before this 


- action and have been appointed since the action indicates 


that the action involved no change in policy on the part 
of the Board of Managers. It should be noted that the 
reference in the statement quoted is to the “established 
evangelical policy,’ which means that the Board’s action 
merely reaffirms its previous policy. We believe that the 
editor of ‘Missions’ on page 163 of the March, 1945, 
issue enunciated the attitude and the policy of the Board 
of Managers of the ABFMS when he wrote, ‘“The For- 
eign Board has no moral right to refuse missionary ap- 
pointment to young people from either fundamentalist 
or non-fundamentalist churches in good standing in the 
Northern Baptist Convention who meet the Board’s high 
standards. But instead of recognizing that principle, the 
fundamentalists demand that all missionaries be funda- 
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mentalists, and they therefore now maintain their own 
foreign mission society.” 

This quotation, though not recognizing the proper 
name of the Conservative Baptist Foreign Mission So- 
ciety, admits that the ABFMS has an “inclusive policy,” 
and according to the editor, has no “moral right” to aban- 
don it! This then, is the attitude notwithstanding the 
action to ‘disavow the inclusive policy.” 

2. The Committee on Cooperative Unity 

Many fair-minded Baptists are wondering, in the light 
of all the recent unrest and confusion, if it is not possible 
to have some basis upon which cooperation can be con- 
tinued? Is it not possible to have some place in our 
Northern Baptist Convention where the convictions of 
the conservatives can be respected? That, according to 
the conservatives, was the purpose for which the Com- 
mittee on Cooperative Unity was appointed. 

At the Atlantic City Convention, May 1944, the presi- 
dent of the Convention was authorized to appoint a 
“Committee on Cooperative Unity.” This committee 
commonly known as the “Committee of Nine’ was com- 
posed of three members from the General Council, three 
members from the ABFMS and three members from the 
CBFMS, making the committee a “‘six-three’’ committee 
from the very outset. W.C. Coleman was appointed as 
the chairman of this committee. 

The purpose of this Committee was to find ways and 
means of obtaining cooperative unity within the North- 
ern Baptist Convention. Its purpose was not to suggest 
why the CBFMS should liquidate. 


3. Minority Report Proposed by CBFMS 
The three members representing the CBFMS made an 
honest and sincere effort to suggest to the other members 
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of this committee, a sound basis upon which cooperative 
unity could be attained in the Northern Baptist Con- 
vention. 

This will be seen by a study of their proposals to this 
committee, which proposals later became the “Minority 
Report.” 


THE MINORITY REPORT 


To the General Council of the 
Northern Baptist Convention 


As members of the Committee on Cooperative Unity, we have 
believed it to be the function of this Committee to find ways 
and means of attaining cooperative unity within the Northern 
Baptist Convention. 

It is our conviction that the Conservative Baptist Foreign 
Mission Society is contributing to this end because its purpose 
and program are not destructive but constructive, not divisive 
but unifying, not competitive but actually supplemental to the 
missionary program of the Northern Baptist Convention. 

The Society has kept a large number of churches within the 
Northern Baptist Convention which otherwise might have been 
lost to it; it has enlisted a large group of consecrated Baptist 
youth for foreign mission service who otherwise would have 
been lost to our Baptist missionary enterprise; and it has chal- 
lenged and channelled thousands of dollars for Baptist foreign 
mission work. 

Therefore, we the representatives of the Conservative Baptist 
Foreign Mission Society on the Committee on Cooperative Unity 
of the Northern Baptist Convention present the following five 
propositions as a unit, which we believe to provide a basis for 
cooperative unity: 

1. That the Northern Baptist Convention recognize the 
Conservative Baptist Foreign Mission Society as an inde- 
pendent Baptist Foreign Mission Society supported by 
Northern Baptist Churches and members of Northern Bap- 
tist Churches. 

2. That delegates to the Northern Baptist Convention 
who are supporting the Conservative Baptist Foreign Mis- 
sion Society as their sole agency for Baptist foreign mission 
work agree to refrain from voting for officers of the Ameri- 
can Baptist Foreign Mission Society. 
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3. That the Conservative Baptist Foreign Mission Society 
agree to refrain from entering those stations of missionary 
responsibility now occupied by the ABFMS without re- 
questing comity arrangements. 

4, That missionaries and officers of the CBFMS be ac- 
corded pension status under the M. & M. Board Retiring 
Pension Plan. 

5. That a committee on Conference and Cooperative 
Unity be continued, so that every effort be made to estab- 
lish a basis for confidence in the cooperative Northern 
Baptist Convention missionary agencies. 

(Signed) 
F, Russell Purdy 
I. Cedric Peterson 
W. Theodore Taylor 
Chicago, III. 
May 23, 1945 

This report will commend itself to any fair-minded 
Baptist that the Committee representing the CBFMS 
made an honest and sincere effort to propose a sound basis 
upon which cooperative unity could be attained. But the 
‘‘six’’ members of this committee who jointly represented 
the General Council and the ABFMS, failed to conceive 
a sound basis of cooperative unity in the proposals of the 
CBFMS because they failed to conceive of any unity 
which did not bring to an end the CBFMS. 

These “‘six’’ members comprising the “majority” of 
the Committee could not countenance what they deemed 
the CBFMS to be—a “competitive” organization. They 
were not willing that hundreds of Baptist churches that 
have lost confidence in the ABFMS because of its inclu- 
sive policy, and were already using the CBFMS as their 
foreign mission agency, should have the privileges of 
supporting a Baptist Foreign Mission Society to their lik- 
ing and be within the framework of the N. B. C. They 
were not willing to see a place for the CBFMS ‘“‘within”’ 
without being “under.” 
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These “‘six’” members strongly rejected the idea that 
there is any category for the CBFMS except that of a 
“collecting” agency, surrendering to the ‘‘authority’”’ of 
the N. B. C., even though the By-Laws of our Northern 
Baptist Convention provide for the acceptance of a Na- 
tional Baptist body as an “Associated Organization” as 
per Article IX. 


4, General Council Asserts Authority of N. B. C. and 

Rejects Proposals of the CBFMS 

The report of the “‘six” and the report of the “three” 
were presented to the General Council in a Majority and 
Minority Report in May 1945. Following the presenta- 
tion of both of these reports, the Council voted to accept 
that of the Majority by a vote of about twelve to six. It 
did so against the earnest plea of some of its members 
to refer both reports to the next full meeting of the 
N. B. C. It did so against the advice of other members 
to recommit the entire matter to the further study of the 
Committee of Nine or of a similar group. It did so with 
the openly-expressed opinion that the General Council in 
that moment was actually the N. B. C. Thus we had the 
picture of “Baptist Democracy” in which a dozen or fif- 
teen men spoke for the 7,000 churches of our Northern 
Baptist Convention on an issue which goes to the very 
roots of our common service for Christ, without these 
churches having had a chance to express themselves at a 
Convention ! 

Ultimate decisions among Baptists, however, so long 
as they continue to be Baptists, rest not in the pronounce- 
ments of committees, councils or boards. They rest in 
the free unhampered decision of the local church. There 
is no convention apart from that church. No secretariat 
can control it, no committee can speak for it. The de- 
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cision which issues from the local church is far more 
significant than those which emanate from the General 
Council, We frankly leave it to the mind and conscience 
of Bible-believing Baptists to choose the channel of their 
missionary service for the eternal, virgin-born, sinless Son 
of God, the gospel of whose blood-bought redemption is 
the power for this needy world. 

Historically speaking, we had local Baptist churches 
carrying on the Lord’s work long before we had a Gen- 
eral Council to make their decisions! Thank God that 
many local churches still are making their own decisions! 
This assures us that we shall always have Baptist churches 
true to historic Baptist polity and practice. Churches vol- 
untarily choosing to channel their missionary funds 
through the CBFMS or any other society are merely exer- 
cising their rights as Baptists. 


It is now up to the local church to decide whether it 
will support a missionary society operating under an 
“inclusive policy” by which liberals as well as conserva- 
tives are commissioned as missionaries, or whether it will 
support the CBFMS, a missionary agency wholly commit- 
ted to a sound evangelical policy, which is in agreement 
with our historic Baptist tradition. As Baptists, every 
local church is still free to decide the issue and should 
make its decision prayerfully under the guidance of the 
Holy Spirit. 

5. ABFMS Rejects the Matthew-Luke Accounts of Our 

Lord’s Birth 

Further evidence that the ABFMS is practicing an 
“Inclusive Policy,” and has abandoned the historical 
position of a sound evangelical policy is seen from recent 
action taken by the Board of Managers of the ABFMS 
in June, 1945, when it voted against a motion presented 
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by Dr. Earle V. Pierce, in which the Board had an oppor- 
tunity to declare itself in favor of a “sound evangelical 
policy,” which would have clarified the atmosphere, and 
would have assured Northern Baptists that the ABFMS 
had not departed from a sound Biblical position. The fol- 
lowing is a copy of the preamble and motion which the 
ABFMS rejected: 


PIERCE RESOLUTION 

“Since the Swedish Baptists in convention assembled in July, 
1944, passed a resolution which in its central part asked the 
Board of Managers of the American Baptist Foreign Mission 
Society ‘whether or not the said Board in its announced ad- 
herence to the New Testament as a trustworthy guide to faith 
and practice clearly includes, as a prerequisite for missionary 
appointment, the unequivocal acceptance by the candidates of 
the essential doctrines, including the accounts of the birth of 
our Lord as related in the gospels of Matthew and Luke,’ and 

“Since such a plain and straightforward question merits from 
us a straightforward answer, and 

“Since I am convinced that our Lord would have us answer 
that question with an unqualified affirmative, as this Board in 
former generations would have answered it, therefore 

“I move that we give to the Swedish Baptists in answer to 
their question a positive and unequivocal ‘Yes’.”’ 

To this motion, to which every Bible-believing Baptist 
could and would whole-heartedly assent, the action of 
the ABFMS was negative, the vote being about twelve 


to four. 


6. ABFMS Again Refuses to Affirm Its Faith 

The following resolution was presented to the Board 
of the American Baptist Foreign Mission Society at its 
November, 1945, meeting by Dr. Peder Stiansen, a mem- 
ber of the Board. This resolution was not adopted, but 
was laid on the table. The refusal of the ABFMS to take 
this opportunity to declare its faith to the Baptist people 
speaks for itself. 
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STIANSEN RESOLUTION 


WHEREAS, the Southern California Baptist Convention is 
gravely concerned about our Baptist fellowship, and 

WHEREAS, the Board of the American Baptist Foreign Mission 
Society at its meeting in June, 1945, declined to adopt the reso- 
lution proposed for the purpose of setting at rest any uncertainty 
as to its evangelical policy, and 

WHEREAS, the Southern California Baptist Convention finds 
that reports of this action are jeopardizing the World Mission 
Crusade, and 

WHEREAS, it is to be feared that other loyal cooperating State 
Conventions, churches, and individuals may be similarly dis- 
turbed, and 

WHEREAS, it will be necessary for our denomination to be 
harmoniously united if the World Mission Crusade is to suc- 
ceed, be it 

RESOLVED, that the Board of the American Baptist Foreign 
Mission Society reaffirms its faith in the evangelical policy enun- 
ciated at Milwaukee in 1924 and restated in 1933, and in 
June, 1943, and pledges its adherence to it, and be it further 

RESOLVED, that the Board reaffirms its belief in the trust- 
worthiness of the Scriptures. This includes the historicity of the 
record of the birth of our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ as 
stated in Matthew and Luke, and be it further 

RESOLVED, that the Board reaffirms its disavowal of the “in- 
clusive policy,” as stated in point three of the Report of the 
Committee on Conference and Cooperative Unity at Atlantic 
City, 1944; and the Board pledges itself to appoint no missionary 
and no secretary who is not in full accord with this policy of 
the Board and be it further 

RESOLVED, that in this day of crisis we urge our Baptist con- 
stituency wholeheartedly and unreservedly to support the World 
Mission Crusade. 

Motion laid on the table. 


Such action places the ABFMS clearly in favor of prac- 
ticing an inclusive policy. We call attention to the fact 
that it is such action as taken by the ABFMS and practiced 
by that Society under the guise of an “Evangelical Policy,” 
which is responsible for the division in our denomination. 

We recall that in the Majority Report which was ac- 
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cepted by the General Council in May, 1945, the accusa- 
tion is made that the CBFMS “tends to undermine 
confidence in all Convention agencies and in the ABFMS 
itself.” 

We point out that it is such official action as taken by 
the ABFMS that not only “tends” to undermine confi- 
dence in the ABFMS and Northern Baptist Convention 
agencies, but zs the root cause of all our denominational 
trouble. Thus is becomes more and more apparent that 
the only solution was the organization of a new society, 
serving as a missionary channel for conservative churches 
just as the conservative seminaries, which had been es- 
tablished earlier, were serving the needs of conservative 
churches. 

If the ABFMS had never departed from its historic 
position there would be no need for a CBFMS. As 
long as liberalism predominates in the ABFMS,, there 
will be a CBFMS to propagate true Biblical missions 
for those discerning Baptists who wish to be loyal to 
their Lord, the Bible, and our historic Baptist tradition, 
and to protest the liberal, un-Baptistic position of the 
ABFMS. 


7. Oregon’s Petition to ABFMS Goes Unheeded 


The Oregon Baptist State Convention which met in the 
First Baptist Church, Portland, Oregon, May 7-9, 1946, 
expressed its grave concern over the present crisis in the 
following resolution. 

“WHEREAS, the Board of Managers of the American Baptist 
Foreign Mission Society has gone on record as ‘disavowing the 
interpretation’ of the Inclusive Policy; and 

“WHEREAS, this pronouncement is not a disavowal of the 
root of the trouble, viz., the practice of the Inclusive Policy; and 

“WHEREAS, the practice of the Inclusive Policy is a violation 
of the Foreign Mission Society’s Evangelical Policy statement: 
be it 
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“RESOLVED, that the Oregon Baptist State Convention urgently 
call for the Board of the American Baptist Foreign Mission 
Society to disavow the practice of the Inclusive Policy.” 

To our present knowledge this resolution went un- 
heeded; and the inclusive policy, though an embarrass- 
ment to the ABFMS, still stands as that Board’s ac- 
cepted policy. 

8. The Conservatives Attempt to Correct the Matter 
at Grand Rapids and again at Atlantic City. 
Believing that matters that deeply concern our Baptist 

people should be brought to the floor of the Convention, 

Conservatives at Grand Rapids in 1946 offered the fol- 

lowing resolution for adoption: 

WHEREAS, The Northern Baptist Convention declared in the 
Indianapolis Convention that 

“The Northern Baptist Convention affirms that the New 
Testament is the all-sufficient ground of our faith and practice, 
and we need no other statement,” and 

WHEREAS, The Agencies of the Convention have interpreted 
this action inclusively under what is termed the ‘Inclusive 
Policy,” in confusion as to our testimony on the Gospel of 
Christ and great division and controversy among the churches: 

Be IT RESOLVED, That the Northern Baptist Convention in 
session at Grand Rapids, Michigan, May 23, 1946, advises its 
Agencies, Councils, and Committees representative of the Con- 
vention in its work that they should not employ as secretaries 
or appoint as missionaries any persons who refuse to affirm 
the following: 

a. That the record of the Incarnation of our Lord Jesus Christ 
as stated in Matthew 1 and Luke 1 and 2 is true and 
trustworthy. 

b. That the record of the Resurrection of Christ as stated 
in Matthew 28, Mark 16, Luke 24, and John 20, 21, is 
true and trustworthy. 

c. That the record of the miracles of Jesus as given in the 
Gospels is true and trustworthy. 

d. That the New Testament is inspired of God in all its con- 
tents and all the acceptance of its historical facts, revela- 
tion, teachings, and doctrines are obligatory in Christian 
faith and practice. 
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By the substitute motion device, as at Indianapolis, the 
delegates did not vote on this issue at all but voted on 
the following resolution (as amended) : 

“BE Ir RESOLVED that we reaffirm our faith in the New Testa- 
ment as the divinely inspired record and therefore the trust- 
worthy, authoritative, and all-sufficient rule of our faith and 
practice. 

“We rededicate ourselves to Jesus Christ as Lord and Saviour 
and call our entire denomination to the common task of sharing 
the whole gospel with the whole world.” 

This resolution, honestly interpreted and faithfully 
followed, would settle the problem. It would make the 
practice of an Inclusive Policy impossible, but the Foreign 
Board has demonstrated a peculiar ability in “interpre- 
tation” by which words that mean one thing to the 
average Baptist mean the opposite to the Board. The 
Foreign Board has not only rejected the authority of 
the New Testament which it professes to respect, but it 
has also rejected the authority of the dictionary by which 
words are used for intelligent communication. 


NORTHERN BAPTIST CONVENTION AGAIN REJECTS 
CONFESSION OF FAITH 

Seeking to test the sincerity of the N.B.C, in adopting 
the substitute resolution at Grand Rapids, the First Bap- 
tist Church, San Pedro, California, instructed its pastor, 
Rev. Clyde Paul White, to present the following resolu- 
tion at Atlantic City, May 21, 1947. The resolutions and 
consequent action speaks for itself. 

Inasmuch as the Northern Baptist Convention assembled in 
Grand Rapids, Michigan, reaffirmed its faith in the New Testa- 
ment in the following language: 

“Be It RESOLVED: That we reaffirm our faith in the New 
Testament as a divinely inspired record and therefore a trust- 
worthy, authoritative and all-sufficient rule of our faith and 
practice. We rededicate ourselves to Jesus Christ as Lord and 
Saviour and call our entire denomination to the common task 
of sharing the whole gospel with the whole world.” 
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And since the First Baptist Church of San Pedro agrees with 
this affirmation and believes that the New Testament is very 
specific in its un-interpreted statements of faith about the Person 
and Work of our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ, and since the 
New Testament urges all its readers to beware of false teachers 
and to refuse them position of leadership or refuge and support— 
We present the following resolutions to the Northern Baptist 
Convention and ask the Convention to act upon them: 

Be IT RESOLVED, that we affirm our faith in the Christ of the 
New Testament and understand the New Testament to reveal 
concerning Him that: 

He is Eternal, He came forth from the Father, was conceived 
of the Holy Spirit, was born of the Virgin Mary, was sinless 
in nature and character, performed miracles by the power of 
God, died for the sins of all men, was buried and arose again 
bodily from the grave the third day, ascended up to heaven, is 
sole and all-sufficient mediator between God and man, is mighty 
and seeking to save, and will come again as He promised. 

Be Ir FURTHER RESOLVED, that this Convention require its 
employees and the employees of all its agencies, boards and 
committees to accept without question the plain, self evident, 
un-interpreted New Testament statements concerning our Lord 
as at least one condition of employment or appointment by 
the Convention. 

This resolution was rejected by adopting the following 
substitute motion: 

Be It RESOLVED, that, believing that the Grand Rapids resolu- 
tion clearly expressed the will of our people, this Convention 
again refuses to make any creedal statement a test of fellowship 
and service. 


9. Dr. Pierce’s Plebiscite to N. B. C. Pastors 

Dr. Earle V. Pierce, a member of the Foreign Board, 
made an attempt to discover the attitude of the pastors 
concerning the sending out of missionaries who do not 
accept the historic Christian doctrines, and the doctrine 
of the virgin birth of Christ in particular (Watchman- 
Examiner, Oct. 31, 1946). Dr. John W. Bradbury, in 
an editorial says concerning this: “Taking seriously his 
responsibility as an elected representative of Northern 
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Baptists on the Board of Managers of the American Bap- 
tist Foreign Mission Society, Dr. Pierce submitted a vital 
issue to the pastors of the churches, giving them a simple 
means of registering their convictions. Being denied any 
official assistance, which he requested as his right as an 
elected representative, he undertook the task at his own 
charges, Of 5,252 pastors receiving Dr. Pierce’s voting 
cards, 2524 answered, which is the highest percentage 
of replies to a general communication we have yet known. 
The issue concerned the Biblical record of the incarnation. 
Dr. Pierce's position is supported by the greatest majority 
(2,286) in any vote taken by Northern Baptists. If the 
affirmative voting pastors reflect their churches, then Dr. 
Pierce is literally supported by hundreds of thousands 
of Northern Baptists. The Convention certainly will 
wonder what the Board of Managers of the ABFMS will 
do about the critical issue involved.” (Watchman- 
Examiner, Nov. 21, 1946.) If the Board follows its usual 
course, it will do nothing, for it has not shown any great 
responsiveness to former attempts to get it to abandon 
its Inclusive Policy and declare its faith in the simple, 
clear-cut statements of scripture. 


10. Oregon’s Second Resolution Unheeded 

Again the following year, May 6-8, 1947, when Oregon 
Baptists were in session in their State Convention they 
passed the following resolution: 

WHEREAS, The Oregon Baptist State Convention, at its annual 
meeting, May, 1946, adopted the following Resolution: 

“WHEREAS, The Board of Managers of the American Baptist 
Foreign Mission Society has gone on record as ‘disavowing the 
interpretation’ of the Inclusive Policy; and, 

“WHEREAS, This pronouncement is not a disavowal of the 
root of the trouble, namely, THE PRACTICE OF THE INCLUSIVE 
Po.icy; and, 

“WHEREAS, The practice of the Inclusive Policy is a violation 
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of the Foreign Mission Society’s Evangelical Policy statement, 

‘“‘THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Oregon Baptist State 
Convention urgently call for the Board of the American Baptist 
Foreign Mission Society to disavow the PRACTICE of the Inclusive 
Policy.” 

AND, WHEREAS, The American Baptist Foreign Mission Board 
continues the practice of the Inclusive Policy, in disregard of 
the numerous protests from the Northern Baptist Convention 
territory; and, 

WHEREAS, The Foreign Mission Board has sent back to China 
Dryden L. Phelps, co-author of the book entitled Jesus, in which 
the following statements appear, which, to say the least, are 
repugnant to Oregon Baptists, and constitute teaching, which, 
according to the Preamble of our Oregon Baptist State Conven- 
tion Constitution, we are called upon to oppose: 

“The present volume includes everything from the records 
of Matthew, Mark and Luke that can be established as belong- 
ing to the earliest tradition.” 

“Jesus’ father was a Jewish carpenter called Joseph. His 
mother’s name was Mary.” 

“The crowd believed that the evil spirits had gone from the 
man, now healed, into the pigs. A possible explanation is that 
the men who looked after the pigs joined the crowd watching 
Jesus, and that the pigs were frightened by some of the people.” 

“In their excitement and their belief in Jesus’ unlimited 
power, the disciples felt that it was Jesus who had quieted 
the storm with the words ‘Peace, be still.’ It is possible that 
these words were addressed to his disciples rather than to the 
wind and waves.” 

It may be noted that the phrase “Son of God’ has been 
omitted or changed in the following passages: Matt. 13:33; 
Mark 1:1, 15:39; Luke 1:35. 

AND, WHEREAS, The practice of the Inclusive Policy is the 
root of the disturbance in our national and State Convention, 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Oregon Baptist State 
Convention again call upon the American Baptist Foreign Mis- 
sion Board to stop the practice of this ‘inclusivism,’ which vio- 
Bs the Foreign Mission Society's Evangelical Policy statement; 
and, 

Be Ir FURTHER RESOLVED, That we call upon the American 
Baptist Foreign Mission Board, in the interest of the preserva- 
tion of our historic witness, as Baptists, to the trustworthiness 
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of the Scriptures, and loyalty to Jesus Christ who is God and 
our Saviour, and in the interest of denominational unity, show 
good faith in the same by immediately calling home Dryden L. 
Phelps from China. 


The ABFMS again ignored this second attempt on 
the part of the Oregon Baptist Convention to bring about 
the return of Mr. Dryden Phelps from China. In Novem- 
ber of 1948 the liberal element within the state of Oregon 
started a counter offensive which ended in the expulsion 
of the conservative churches from the Oregon Baptist 
Convention. One of the first moves on the part of the 
convention sympathizers after the conservatives were ex- 
cluded was to pressure through the convention an apology 
to Dryden Phelps for the previous action of Conservative 
Baptists in the state of Oregon. Thus it can be seen that 
the invitation by the Board of Managers of the ABFMS 
to examine and recall candidates and missionaries who 
do not accept the full doctrines of the Scriptures is 
simply a subterfuge because the ABFMS is committed 
to the inclusive policy without any apology. Further, it is 
needless to bring protest, for as has been stated in the 
minority report of the conservative members of the 
ABFMS, John W. Bradbury, H. A. Davidson, F. Arvid 
Hagstrom, Earle V. Pierce and Peter Stiansen, that “‘no 
charges against specific missionaries will be made, for 
to do so would be useless and employed only to dis- 
credit those who made them.” (Watchman-Examiner 
12/16/43.) 

11. Modernist Re-elected to ABFMS Board 

Further evidence that the ABFMS was committed to 
the Inclusive Policy is seen in the re-election of Gordon 
Poteat to its Board in May, 1947. 

Writing in Baptist Freedom (January 15, 1945), Dr. 
Poteat objects to making belief in the virgin birth of 
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Christ a prerequisite to missionary appointment. Thus 
when the Board had an opportunity to eliminate one of 
its outstanding modernists, it revealed its true nature in 
his re-election. 

12. Summary 

a). All the facts submitted in this pamphlet are ample 
evidence that conservatives have sought honestly to cor- 
rect matters from within before the new society was 
formed. The fact that every attempt to get the ABFMS 
to clarify its vague “Evangelical Policy” and abandon its 
“Inclusive Policy,” has met with evasion or rejection, 
made the formation of the Conservative Baptist Foreign 
Mission Society a necessity. 

b). Men have tried to reform the Foreign Board from 
within. Well known conservatives have remained on 
the Board, risked the loss of their reputation with their 
brethren, at times endangered their own integrity, hoping 
they could cure the matter from within. The attempts have 
failed. 

c). The General Council, adopting the majority report 
of the Committee on Conciliation, felt that exclusion from 
the Convention fellowship was the solution. So the appeal 
to the General Council resulted only in more friction, 
with the powers of the General Council challenged on 
every hand. 

d). Great state conventions have felt that their petitions 
to the Board might have some weight and contribute 
toward a settlement, but they have been ignored. Baptists 
still have the tight of petition but many churches can 
testify that their petitions have accomplished little and 
many pastors have their questions unanswered. 

e). Convention action has been tried, but at Atlantic City 
by clever tactics the threatened storm was channelled off 
into a committee to report one year hence. At Grand 
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Rapids, a substitute motion was used effectively to pre- 
vent a clear cut vote on the issue. As long as parliament- 
ary strategy is used unscrupulously to prevent a clear vote 
on this issue, it is useless to expect redress from the Con- 
vention. The matter must be dealt with more sternly 
by the churches. 


‘f). A storm of Convention-wide proportions that threat- 


ens to wreck the whole unified budget, a fast growing 
conservative society, have left the Board unmoved. 

g). A vote of pastors has been taken. This vote does 
not support the position of the Board. 

h). Any attempt to bring about unity within the N. B, C., 
or any of its agencies without abandoning the practice 
of the “Inclusive Policy,” is doomed to meet with fail- 
ure because such a unity would mean the compromise 
of convictions for Bible-believing Baptists. 

i). Until the Convention or its agencies will clearly 
answer the simple question, are Matthew’s and Luke’s ac- 
counts of our Lord’s birth true and trustworthy and 
if so, are all missionaries and board secretaries required 
to declare their faith in it as a prerequisite for appoint- 
ment?—until that question is answered in an honest, 
sincere affirmative, there will be reason to doubt what is 
meant by the doctrinal statement adopted at Grand 
Rapids. 

j). We no longer ask, “What can Conservatives do?” 
We must ask, “What ought Conservatives do now?” 
Many have answered that question by supporting the 
CBFMS which is founded on a true Evangelical Policy 
which is in true succession to our historic Baptist tradi- 
tion. The CBFMS was organized to meet the need of 
hundreds of Baptist churches who desired to support a 
Baptist Foreign Society, free from inclusivism and sound 
in the faith. 
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Ill 
Development and Growth of CBFMS 


1. Three Regional Conferences (October, 1943) 

The CBFMS was conceived in prayer. Legal incorpora- 
tion took place in December, 1943. This was done only 
after the resolution to form a new Society, adopted by © 
the group of about 75 ministers and laymen assembled 
in Chicago on May 24, 1943, had been submitted to three 
regional conferences held in San Francisco, Chicago, and 
New York, during the weeks of October 17, October 24, 
and October 30, respectively. 

These three regional conferences were the means of 
presenting to hundreds of pastors and church members 
the proposals drawn up by those assembled at the pre- 
vious meeting in Chicago. 


2. CBFMS Constitutional Convention and Constitution 
Adopted (December, 1943) 


As a result of these three regional conferences, which 
expressed themselves overwhelmingly in favor of a 
new foreign mission society, a constitutional convention 
was assembled in Chicago. 

At this same meeting, Dr. E, Myers Harrison, Dr. 
W. Theodore Taylor, Rev. I. Cedric Peterson and Rev. 
Melville Hatcher, were elected as the Society's temporary 
officers to serve as president, vice-president, treasurer 
and recording secretary respectively until the following 
May when the entire constituency would meet in Atlantic 
City prior to the Northern Baptist Convention and elect 
officers and Board members according to the constitution. 

Also at this meeting in December, 1943, Rev. and Mrs. 
Eric Frykenberg, who had served in India under the 
American Baptist Foreign Mission Society, and had re- 
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signed from that society, were invited by the CBFMS 
to become the first missionaries under appointment by 
the CBFMS. 

When the Board met in February, 1944, in Chicago, 
Dr. and Mrs, Raymond Buker, who had served in Burma 
under the ABFMS and who also had resigned from that 
society, were appointed by the CBFMS. 

On March 15, 1944, national headquarters were estab- 
lished at 203 N. Wabash Avenue in Chicago and in July, 
1944, the services of Rev. Robert Klingberg were en- 
listed as assistant treasurer and office manager. 

In April, 1947, the Society purchased its present Head- 
quarters building at 352 Wellington Ave., Chicago 14, Ill. 
3. First Annual Meeting of CBFMS (Aflantic City, 

May, 1944) 

At the first annual meeting of the Society in Atlantic 
City in May, 1944, Dr. W. Theodore Taylor, pastor of 
the Central Baptist Church, New York City, was elected 
president. 

Thirteen additional missionaries were also appointed 
by the Board at this meeting in May and, together with 
the four previously appointed, were set apart for foreign 
missionary work in the Society’s first commissioning 
service. 

At the meeting of the Board in September, 1944, Rev. 
Vincent Brushwyler, pastor of the First Baptist Church, 
Muscatine, Iowa, a member of the Board and chairman 
of the Candidate Committee was appointed as General 
Director. Mr. Brushwyler assumed his duties on Novem- 
ber 1, 1944. 

At the same meeting four missionary candidates were 
appointed. 

Missionaries have been appointed at each subsequent 
meeting of the board, bringing the total to over two 
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hundred under appointment in six years. 

4. CBFMS Foreign Mission Fields 
The Society already has established work on several 

fields with over half of its missionaries already at work. 

The following are the fields for which the Board has 

accepted missionary responsibility in Asia, Africa, South 

America and Europe: 

. Central India 

West China 

. South Central China 

Japan 

Belgian Congo 

French West Africa 

. North Brazil 

Italy 

. Argentina 

. Portugal 

The work in Portugal is carried on largely by national 

Portuguese Baptists who are receiving financial aid 
from the CBFMS. This enables these national Chris- 
tians to devote their full time to the preaching of the 
Gospel. Due to this help the Portuguese Baptists have 
been enabled to expand their work to Angola, Portu- 
guese West Africa, and to the Cape Verde Islands. 

11. France 
Financial assistance for evangelism is given to the 
French Bible Mission of Paris, which is an association 
of French speaking Baptists. 

12. Philippine Islands (In cooperation with Far East 
Broadcasting Company and Far Eastern Gospel Cru- 
sade. ) 

13. Ecuador (In cooperation with World Missionary 
Radio Fellowship—HCJB. ) 
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5. How the CBFMS is Organized and Operates 

Representation on the Board of Directors is established 
according to the three geographical sections stipulated by 
the constitution of the Society. The Board, composed 
of eighteen such representatives elected at the annual 
meeting of the Society, is responsible for the conduct of 
the work. 

The Board meets several times during the year. While 
the general routine work of the Society is handled at 
headquarters, certain administrative functions are in the 
hands of various committees made up of Board members 
and other conservative Baptists. Included in this list are 
the Executive, Finance, Fields, Candidates, Promotion 
and Missionary Education. On the foreign field the 
CBFMS operates through the organization of a Field 
Council. 

The General Director supervises all phases of the work 
of the Society and spends considerable time among the 
churches, preaching the Gospel, making the work of 
the Society known and seeking as candidates those whom 
the Lord has called into missionary service. 

The Foreign Secretary assumes responsibility for field 
administrative policies, transportation of the mission- 
aries to the field together with the securing of the pass- 
ports, visas, etc. He also spends much time in doing 
deputation work in the churches. 


6. God’s Seal of Approval Upon the CBFMS 

God’s seal of approval upon the CBFMS is seen in: 

a. The large number of missionary candidates already 
under appointment. 

b. The fields that already have been occupied, and 
those that are in prospect for early occupancy by the Con- 
servative Baptist Foreign Mission Society. 
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c. The reports from the fields indicating that already 
many souls have been saved through the message of our 
missionaries. 

d. The fact that over 1200 Baptist churches all across 
the Northern Baptist territory are annually channeling 
missionary funds through the CBFMS. 

e. The indication by word from hundreds of Baptist 
churches that CBFMS has already challenged new en- 
thusiasm and interest in the cause of world evangelism. 

All this is abundant proof that the CBFMS is meeting 
a great need in our Baptist denomination. 


7. CBFMS Objectives 

Briefly, here are the objectives of the Conservative 
Baptist Foreign Mission Society. 

1. To foster true Baptist Missions built upon the trust- 
worthiness of the Scriptures (including the Virgin 
Birth of Christ.) 

2. To put the emphasis upon Evangelism in Baptist 
Missions, i. e. to win the lost to Christ. 

3. To function as a Biblically centered missionary 
agency for each discerning local Baptist Church 
in its foreign missionary outreach. 

4. To enlist as missionaries only those who give evi- 
dence of a sound conversion and personal faith, a 
passion to win the lost and who accept and subscribe 
to the historical Baptist doctrines. 

In conclusion, we appeal to all conservative, Bible- 
believing Baptists to prayerfully consider the CBFMS 
as their foreign missionary agency, committed to a single 
policy of loyalty to the Scriptures as true and trustworthy. 
in every account, and in true historic succession to our. 
early pioneer Baptist missionaries, and worthy of the con- 
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fidence, prayers and support of our Baptist constituency. 
8. Eligibility to Vote at Annual CBFMS Meeting 

Only those persons who, without reservation, fully and 
freely subscribe to the following doctrinal statement are 
eligible to vote, and only those who without reservation 
will subscribe to, by signing, the following doctrinal state- 
ment annually, are eligible to serve as officers, regular em- 
ployees or missionary representatives of the Society. 
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Doctrinal Statement 


1 


We believe that the Bible is God’s Word, that it 
was written by men divinely and uniquely inspired, that it 
is absolutely trustworthy and has supreme authority in all 
matters of faith and conduct. 


2 


We believe in God the Father, creator of heaven and 
earth, perfect in holiness, infinite in wisdom, measureless in 
power. We rejoice that He concerns Himself mercifully in the 
affairs of men, that He hears and answers prayer and that 
He saves from sin and death all who come to Him through 
Jesus Christ. 


3 


We believe in Jesus Christ, God’s only begotten Son, 
conceived of the Holy Spirit, born of the Virgin Mary, sinless 
in His life, making atonement for the sin of the world by 
His death on the cross. We believe in His bodily resurrection, 
His Ascension into heaven, His high priestly intercession for 
His people and His personal, visible return to the world 
according to His promise. 


4 


We believe in the Holy Spirit, who came forth from 
God to convince the world of sin, of righteousness and of 
judgment, and to regenerate, sanctify and comfort those who 
believe in Jesus Christ. 


5 


We believe that all men by nature and by choice are 
sinners, but that ““God so loved the world that He gave His 
only begotten Son, that whosoever believeth in Him should 
not perish, but have everlasting life.” We believe, therefore, 
that those who accept Christ as their Lord and Saviour will 
rejoice forever in God’s presence and those who refuse to 
accept Christ as Lord and Saviour will be forever separated 
from God. 
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6 


We believe in the Church—a living, spiritual body 
of which Christ is the Head and of which all regenerated 
people are members. We believe that a visible church is a 
company of believers in Jesus Christ, buried with Him in 
baptism and associated for worship, work and fellowship. We 
believe that to these visible churches were committed, for ob- 
servance “till He come,” the ordinances of baptism and the 
Lord’s Supper; and that God has laid upon these churches 
the task of persuading a lost world to accept Jesus Christ as 
Saviour and to enthrone Him as Lord and Master. We believe 
that human betterment and social improvement are essential 
products of the Gospel. 


7 


We believe that every human being is responsible 
to God alone in all matters of faith. 


8 


We believe that each church is independent and 
autonomous, and must be free from interference by any ecele- 
siastical or political authority; that, therefore, Church and 
State must be kept separate as having different functions, each 
fulfilling its duties free from the dictation or patronage of 
the other. 
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Maps Showing Geographical Location of 
CBFMS Mission Fields 


“Lift up your eyes and look on the fields; for they are 
white already to harvest.” —John 4:35 


‘Let the heathen march in single file at a brisk walk 
before you. Every hour enough will pass to populate a 
town of thirty-six hundred. Hour after hour, from noon 
till midnight, from midnight till noon, months and years, 
that procession will move on. Nay, it will never end; for 
by the time one generation has passed, another stands 
ready to take its place. It is the march of Death; and every 
second a soul that has heard little or nothing of Christ 
enters the world of the departed. For every breath that 
you draw, four spirits pass from heathenism to eternity.” 


INDIA 


343,000,000 population. 

200,000,000 unevangel- 
ized, 

14 missionaries per mil- 
lion (1 for every 
72,000 population). 


a India contains one-fifth 
of the world’s popula- 
tion. 


27,000 natives die daily 


| N DI A without Christ. 


500 native states without 
a resident missionary. 
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AFRICA 


150,000,000 population. 











FRENCH 


WEST AFRICA 50 to 70 million are un- 


evangelized. 
1 missionary to 18,000. 


56 missionaries per mil- 
lion population. 


ca 523 distinct language 
AFRICA ) gaakoonditecs lar 


SOUTH AMERICA 


87,000,000 population. 
300-400 tribes. 
60,000,000 unevangelized. 


Is SouUTH AMERICA 
CATHOLIC? 
George Howard gives the 
following facts: 
Chile has one priest to every 
3,000 population. 
veal A Peru and Mexico have one 
Priest to every 6,000 popula- 
tion. 


BRAZIL 
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Guatemala has one priest to every 25,000 population. 
Argentina, with a population of 14,200,000 and Brazil, 
with a population of 46,200,000, have one priest to 


every 9,000 population. 


Ecuador—population 3,200,000; 1,600,000 Indians; 
300-400 tribes unreached with the Gospel. 





CHINA 


440,000,000 popula- 
tion. One-fourth 
of the world’s 
population, Three- 
fourths of people 
live in rural areas 
where it is esti- 
mated that one- 
half of the popula- 
tion are still out of 
reach of the Gos- 


pel. 48,000,000 Moslems in China. 
JAPAN AND PHILIPPINE ISLANDS 


JAPAN hy 


PHILIPPINE £&) 
ISLANDS ~ 





JAPAN—80,000,000 popula- 
tion, living in an area 
equal to that of Califor- 
nia. Less than 4 Christians 
per 1,000 population. 
About 13 missionaries per 
million population. 

PHILIPPINE IsLANDS—114,- 
000 square miles (area 
equal to that of New Eng- 
land and New York) 
13,300,000 _ population. 
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1,000,000 Mohammedans 
and Moros without a Gospel witness. Dominated by Ro- 
man Catholicism. CBFMS missionaries are working in 
cooperation with the Far East Broadcasting Company 
and the Far Eastern Gospel Crusade. 


EUROPE 


550,000,000 population. 
400,000,000 live in un- 
evangelized countries. 
125,000,000 Protestants. 


The CBFMS has under- 
taken relief and evan- 
gelization through the 
French Bible Mission in 
France and Switzerland 

and the training and supporting of native evangelists 

in Portugal. 


Portugal—8,000,000 population. A Roman Catholic 
country, with very little Gospel preaching being sup- 
ported. 








Albania is not open to the preaching of the Gospel, be- 
cause of the political situation. 
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ITALY 


Italy—45,650,000 population. CBFMS missionaries are 
laboring in Catanzaro and Naples. Ex-priests are re- 
ceiving instruction from God’s Word through this 
ministry. 
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For further information and literature concerning the 
fields and work of the CBFMS, write to: 


FOREIGN MISSION SOCIETY 





352 Wellington Avenue 
Chicago 14, Illinois 
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“The Story of the 
Consewative Gaptist Porecgu 
WMission Soctety 


Tue object of this pamphlet is to acquaint our Baptist 
churches with the background and conditions which 
brought about the formation of the Conservative Baptist 
Foreign Mission Society. 

The Conservative Baptist Foreign Mission Society was 
legally incorporated on December 15, 1943, and is now 
functioning as an effective foreign missionary agency 
within our Baptist denomination, to continue to promote 
Biblical Missions on the foreign field. 


In a little over seven years this new Society has ap- 
pointed over 225 missionaries for work in India, China, 
Belgian Congo, Brazil, Argentina, Portugal, Italy, Japan, 
French West Africa, and Philippine Islands. 

During this same period there have been over 1500 
churches which have contributed to the support of the 
Society’s ever growing list of missionaries. 

As we give the historical background and tell this story 
of progress, we acknowledge our gratitude to God for 
His manifold blessings, doing for us ‘exceeding abun- 
dantly above all that we ask or think.” 


>) 


I 
Conditions Which Brought About the CBFMS 


That the Northern Baptist Convention* at present is 
a “mixed multitude,” no intelligent Baptist will deny. 
We are a “mixed multitude” because we are not united 
on the great essential doctrines. Fifty years ago there was 
greater unity among Baptists because Baptists had a com- 
mon faith in the Bible as the Word of God. The Bible 
was so generally accepted then, as true and piesierlrt 
that further statement was hardly necessary. It was sufh- 
cient to speak of the New Testament as our “‘sufficient 
authority for faith and practice.” 

But with the inroads which “Rationalism” has made 
on all major Protestant denominations, there has come 
a definite change. During the past quarter of a century 
modernism, like a cancerous sore, has eaten into the vitals 
of all major Protestant denominations until today Prot- 
estantism, doctrinally speaking, is more clearly defining 
itself into two main camps, namely, Liberals or Modern- 
ists and Evangelicals or Conservatives, also known as 
Fundamentalists. 

The basic difference between these two groups is doc- 
trinal. This doctrinal difference grows out of a funda- 
mentally different view of the Scriptures. 

For the Fundamentalists, or those who are truly con- 
servative and evangelical, the Bible is the inspired ‘‘Rev- 
elation’” of God—final and authoritative in all matters 
of faith and practice—true and trustworthy in every 

* For purposes of historical reference the terms of Northern 
Baptist Convention is used in this pamphlet. It should be re- 
membered that in May 1950, in Boston, Northern Baptist Con- 
vention changed its name to American Baptist Convention. All 


references pertaining to Northern Baptist Convention should be 
interpreted appertaining to American Baptist Convention. 
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respect, The Liberal or Modernist rejects this view of the 
Bible and attempts to “rationalize” the Bible thereby mak- 
ing “Reason” his final seat of authority. Hence, the 
basic difference is that of “Reason vs. Revelation.” 

There is nothing new in this basic difference. It is as 
old as the Garden of Eden. The church has always had 
to oppose it. But a sad chapter has been written into 
present-day Protestantism because a large portion of it 
has embraced, or tolerated without protest this “‘Ration- 
alism,”’ with its plea for “latitude of interpretation” which 
often results in open denial of the faith. 

The Northern Baptist Convention has not escaped this 
deadly infection. Modernism has been injected into the 
life stream of our convention until every society is suffer- 
ing more or less from it. 

Its deadly effect upon our foreign mission work can 
be seen in the following facts pointed out by the late 
Dr. C. H. Heaton in the “Objectives of Fundamental 
Fellowship of the N. B. C.” 

“Within recent years many hundreds of Baptist churches have 
withdrawn their fellowship from the Northern Baptist Conven- 
tion. Reference to the annual! of the Northern Baptist Convention 
for 1930 reveals that there were 8147 churches in the conven- 
tion in 1929. The year book for 1944 shows that there were 
then 7348, a loss of 800 churches. On page 260 of the Second 
Survey, there is a table which shows the number of churches in 
the convention between 1878 and 1928. The largest number of 
churches occurred in the year 1914 when there were 9310. The 
year book for 1944 shows a total number of churches as 7348, 
a loss of 1962. In 1921 Northern Baptists contributed $9,900,000. 
to all missionary objects. According to the 1943 reports we 
gave to the Unified Budget and the World Emergency Fund 
$3,672,000. In 1923 we were supporting 844 foreign mission- 
aries. In 1943 we were supporting 459.” 

Despite all the protests by conservatives and efforts 
to correct these existing conditions in the missionary 
structure, things grew worse. The only answer was the 
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formation of a new mission society which merited the 
confidence of Bible-believing Baptists, tired of compro- 
mise, and hesitant to encourage missionary giving to a 
Society that was practicing an “Inclusive Policy,” and 
whose vague “Evangelical Policy’ was wholly unsatis- 
factory. 

Although many Bible-believing Baptists were aware 
of this situation, they were also alarmed over the fact 
that conditions were getting worse instead of better. This 
was evident to the conservatives from the following facts: 

First: Because of the refusal of the ABFMS to heed 
the protest of hundreds of conservatives to the appoint- 
ment of a new Foreign Secretary whose liberal tendencies 
and associations were well known to many of the con- 
servatives in the Northern Baptist Convention, It is un- 
derstood from the records that there were as many letters 
of protest as there were letters of commendation to the 
ABFMS concerning its action in this regard. But in spite 
of this weight of protest, the ABFMS placed its sym- 
pathies with the liberal element, and refused to heed the 
recommendation of the conservatives to rescind its action. 
The ABFMS evidently did not want to offend the liberals, 
but did not seem convinced that its action in not heeding 
the conservatives was precipitating a division in our for- 
eign mission work. 

The very division the denomination is suffering from 
today was the note of danger that was sounded by the 
gcoup of conservatives who met with the Board of the 
ABFMS in Springfield, Illinois in May of 1943. 

Second: At the same time when there was agitation 
concerning the new Foreign Secretary of the ABFMS, 
an effort was being made by conservative individuals in 
the East to work out some procedure whereby the lost 
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confidence of conservative churches and individuals might 
be restored. All suggestions by the conservatives were 
turned down, and no alternative solutions were offered. 

Third: Because of the apparent “inclusiveness” with 
which the ABFMS was interpreting and practicing its so- 
called “Evangelical gh an “inclusiveness” which 
permitted missionary candidates whose theological posi- 
tion was unsatisfactory to the conservative members of 
the Board to be appointed nevertheless because the con- 
servatives were in the minority on the Board. 


Latitude of Interpretation 

Notwithstanding all that has been written in defense 
of its ‘‘Evangelical Policy,” the basic policy of the ABFMS 
is an “inclusive policy.” This can be readily seen from 
the statement by the Board in reference to its ‘““Evangeli- 
cal Policy” that, “Within the Northern Baptist Conven- 
tion there has always been Jatitude of interpretation of 
the New Testament teachings which support that policy.” 
Any liberal can agree to the Board’s ‘Evangelical Pol- 
icy,’ the New Testament, or even the New Hampshire 
Confession of Faith providing he is allowed the in- 
dulgence of “latitude of interpretation.” This policy of 
latitude of interpretation provides an opening large 
enough for any modernist to get through. 

Fourth: Because any attempt to segregate gifts by 
means of “designations” according to the “Designated 
Gift Plan” of the Northern Baptist Convention, does not 
relieve one of the responsibility for what the whole 
body does. 

Dr. Earle V, Pierce has well pointed this out in his 
article entitled ‘“The Foreign Board Hath Spoken” which 
appeared in the “Watchman-Examiner’”’ February, 1944: 

‘‘Fundamentalists were leaders in the fight for the 
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right of donors to designate gifts, though they were 
not the only ones who fought for this. They opposed the 
‘equalization plan,’ which was a subtle way to defeat the 
very purpose of designations. But they stood for desig- 
nations, not as a way to avoid the problem of the appoint- 
ment only of the right kind of missionaries, but from the 
desire of churches to know just to whom they were giving 
their money. 


“But designations will not solve the problem of in- 
fection in the denomination. The Baptists are a body. 
Infection in one part tends to paralyze the power in the 
entire body, and infection always tends to spread. I can- 
not say to one infected member of my body, ‘I will let 
you go forward in your own way, and then I will turn 
what food I can to the healthy part of my body.’ All of 
us who are members of the American Baptist Foreign 
Mission Society are responsible for whatever that SO- 
CIETY does, and if we vote for a plan that makes it 
legitimate to send out unsound missionaries to please one 
section of the denomination, we compromise ourselves 
utterly. Groups of people of whatever faith under the sun 
have the right to send out their missionaries, but not 
through the historic Baptist body. We must think clearly 
on this. This ‘liberty of designated gifts for approved 
personnel or projects’ does not then make unnecessary 
the protest which 1s being made.” 


Dr. Pierce further states referring to the CBFMS, that, 
“I did not oppose it, because events proved clearly that 
the formation of such a society was the only possible 
means of keeping hundreds of loyal Baptist pastors and 
churches with a missionary passion from withdrawing 
entirely from the Northern Baptist Convention. I believe 
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that God is using and will yet more fully use the forma- 
tion of the Conservative Baptist Foreign Mission Society 
for the good of the whole Baptist work.” 

fifth: Because all the sincere ettorts of the conserva- 
tives to get the ABFMS to clarify its position in regard 
to its interpretation of its ‘Evangelical Policy” and what 
is meant by the “trustworthiness of the Scriptures,”’ have 
been met with evasion of the real issues. 

It is difficult for hundreds of conservatives to under- 
stand how the ABFMS can adhere to the “‘trustworthiness 
of the Scriptures,” and decline to include, as a prerequi- 
site to missionary appointment, the unequivocal accept- 
ance by the candidate of Matthew and Luke’s accounts 
of our Lord’s birth as true and trustworthy. Do not the 
Scriptures clearly teach the Virgin Birth of Jesus? Are 
not those accounts part of the Scriptures which are true 
and trustworthy? Why has the ABFMS consistently re- 
fused to declare itself on this point? What is the real 
reason behind the Board’s hesitatncy? Is it that they do 
not believe the birth narratives to be true and trustworthy? 
If the ABFMS would ansker that question, it would help 
many Baptists to know what the Board means when it 
speaks of the ““Trustworthiness of the Scriptures.” 


Meeting in Y MCA, Chicago, May, 1943 

In a meeting in May, 1943, in the Central YMCA, in 

Chicago, the Chairman of the ABFMS met with repre- 
_ sentatives of the conservatives and left them with the 
feeling that the ABFMS was consciously evading the 
real theological issue and interpreted the Board’s ‘‘Evan- 
gelical Policy’ to be broad enough to take in the entire 
constituency of the Northern Baptist Convention. This 
meant that the door to missionary appointment was to 
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remain open for the appointment of missionaries whose 
liberal views of theology would be unacceptable to Bible- 
believing Baptists who held to our time-honored Baptist 
convictions. [his meant that the door to missionary ap- 
pointment would not be guarded so as to appoint only 
those who were sound and evangelical in their faith. The 
fact that the ABFMS was unwilling to clearly state that 
missionaries would be required to declare their faith in 
the historicity and authenticity of Matthew’s and Luke’s 
accounts of our Lord’s birth made the conservative breth- 
ren suspicious of the Board’s ‘‘Evangelical Policy.” 


That the so-called “Evangelical Policy” of the ABFMS 
had now become an “Inclusive Policy” in reality, some- 
thing which many conservatives have long suspected, is 
seen from the Board’s own statement adopted at its meet- 
ing of November 16, 1943. 


“The Board, therefore, will continue to look to the 
entire constituency for its missionaries, and will continue 
to appoint only those who, after careful examination, are 
found to be within the limits of its ‘Evangelical Policy’ 
ey to their Christian experience and theological 

elicis7aass 


Just what the Board means by “within the limits ot 
the ‘Evangelical Policy’ ” is vague for those “limits” have 
not made it necessary for candidates to remain within 
the limits of Matthew’s and Lukes accounts of our Lord’s 
birth! If the Board’s ‘Evangelical Policy” does not in- 
clude the necessity on the part of the missionary to accept 
the authenticity of our Lord’s birth, then it is difficult 
for many conservatives to understand what the Board 
means when it speaks of the “trustworthiness of the 
Scriptures.” This question the Board has never answered 
to the satisfaction of the conservatives. 
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New Society Born in Prayer 

When the ABFMS failed to come out with a clear-cut 
“Evangelical Policy,” those assembled went to their knees 
in prayer and arose with the assurance in their hearts that 
the Holy Spirit had directed them to suggest the forma- 
tion of a new mission society which would commend 
itself wholeheartedly to Bible-believing Baptists. This 
was done by adopting a resolution that called for three 
regional conferences to be held the following October. 

During the interim between the resolution that called 
for the three regional conferences and the holding of 
these conferences, the ABFMS was again given opportun- 
ity to clarify its policy and to take action which if they 
had done would have made unnecessary the formation 
of the new Society. 

Still seeking to do all that it possibly could to avoid 
the formation of a new Society the Executive Committee 
of the Fundamentalist Fellowship of the Northern Bap- 
tists (now Conservative Baptist Fellowship) drew up a 
“Directive” or doctrinal statement, and submitted it to 
the ABFMS. This was not a “creed’’ in the sense that 
Baptists object to a creed. It was merely an attempt to 
get the ABFMS to clarify its interpretation of its own 
“Evangelical Policy.” It was a statement of the great 
Biblical doctrines to which time-honored Baptists have 
always held. Confessions of faith are not new for Baptists. 
W. J. McGlothlin, eminent Baptist historian, edited an 
entire volume of “Baptist Confessions of Faith.” (Those 
interested in this subject might refer to an article entitled 
“Our Confessional Dilemma’ by Dr, George Carlson, 
which appeared in the “Watchman-Examiner,” Septem- 
ber 28, 1944.) 

For the benefit of those who have not had the oppor- 
tunity to study this “Directive” we print it in full: 
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DIRECTIVE 
OF THE 
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF THE FUNDAMENTALIST 
FELLOWSHIP 
PRESENTED TO THE BOARD OF MANAGERS 


OF THE 
AMERICAN BAPTIST FOREIGN MISSION SOCIETY 
AT THE 
LA SALLE HOTEL, SEPTEMBER 9, 1943 


We, representing the Fundamentalist Fellowship of the North- 
ern Baptist Convention, declare we will no longer give funds 
to the American Baptist Foreign Mission Society that can in 
any way be appropriated for the support of missionaries who 
do not affirm faith in the Bible as the inspired Word of God; 
the deity of our Lord Jesus Christ, which includes His pre- 
existence, virgin birth, miracles, and His bodily resurrection 
from the dead; the substitutionary death of our Lord for sinners 
in atonement for their sins; His high priestly intercession 
at the right hand of God and His eternal sovereignty. 

We further hold it to be inimical to the successful operation 
of missionary work for fields to be staffed with personnel of 
diverse belief, and oppose such policies. Therefore, be it re- 
solved: — 

That the Board of Managers of the American Baptist Foreign 
Mission Society shall pledge as a guarantee of our co-operation 
that it will not appoint as missionaries or secretaries candidates 
who deny the inspiration of the Bible as the authoritative Word 
of God; the pre-existence, virgin birth, sinless life, miraculous 
works, and other revelations that Jesus is God the Father’s only 
begotten Son; the atonement for our sins wrought by the death 
of our Lord; His bodily resurrection from the dead; His priest- 
hood on behalf of believers and His Kingly Glory; the necessity 
of regeneration for all human beings and the requirement of this 
faith as a basis of salvation for sinners. 


In submitting this statement, the conservatives were 
seeking to get the ABFMS to clarify its “Evangelical 
Policy” and give assurance that only such missionaries 
would be appointed who are sound in the faith and true 
to our historic Baptist doctrine, and “evangelical” in the 
true sense of what the average Bible-believing Baptist be- 


14 


lieves an evangelical to be. Any Bible-believing Baptist 
could wholeheartedly assent to every statement in this 
“Directive.” 

Had the ABFMS given such assurance, the conserva- 
tives would have continued their support of the ABFMS 
and there would have been no new Society. However, the 
ABFMS refused to accept this ““Directive’’ as an accepta- 
ble interpretation of its “Evangelical Policy.” 


ABFMS Rejects Conservatives’ “Directive” 


At the meeting of the Foreign Board, Tuesday, Sep- 
tember 21, Dr. Miller presented the resolution from the 
Executive Committee of the Fundamentalist Fellowship 
which was adopted in Chicago, September 9, as the con- 
dition of recommending continued cooperation with the 
ABFMS. 

Dr. E. V. Pierce moved the adoption of this by the 
Board. After four hours’ discussion the following sub- 
stitute resolution was adopted with the five fundamentalist 
members voting against it: 

“The evangelical policy of the American Baptist For- 
eign Mission Society was enunciated at Milwaukee in 
1924, reaffirmed in 1933, and was set forth again at the 
June, 1943 meeting of the Board of Managers as the 
basic policy of the Society. 

“Within the Northern Baptist Convention there has 
always been Jatitude of interpretation of the New Testa- 
ment teachings that support this policy. Repeatedly the 
denomination has refused to make normative any con- 
fessions of faith or credal statements beyond the affirma- 
tion adopted at the Indianapolis Convention in 1922, 
to wit: 

‘““The Northern Baptist Convention affirms that the 
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New Testament is the all-sufficient ground of our faith 
and practice, and we need no other statement.’ 

“This is the historic Baptist position and the one to 
which our denomination has consistently adhered, Since 
the American Baptist Foreign Mission Society is an agency 
of the denomination, it holds steadfastly to the same 
position.” 

Commenting on this vote, Dr. Pierce in his pamphlet, 
“Call to Conservatives,” said: 


“In the discussion of the proposed resolution, in the 
open meeting of the Board, it became evident that the 
Board did not intend to hold to an interpretation of their 
own ‘evangelical tea or the Indianapolis declaration so 
as to preclude the choosing of secretaries and the ap- 
pointment of missionaries who do not hold to the plain 
statements of Scripture on some vital points of doctrine 
or the clear New Testament standard. Elections and ap- 
pointments of the Board are, of course, the test as to 
whether this conclusion is correct and whether our mis- 
sion fields are to have, with Board sanction, missionaries 
in places of great influence who have ‘another gospel,’ 
and who do not plant the pure Word in the hearts of 
lost men, but a word vitiated, more or less, by human 
philosophies. I have given assurance to churches for years 
that the ‘inclusive policy as safeguarded by the ‘evangeli- 
cal policy did not permit the appointment of theologically 
liberal missionaries. I cannot now give that assurance, 
but hope the time may come again when I can.” 

These, then, were the immediate facts that led to the 
formation of the CBFMS. But behind these immediate - 
facts there is the history of a quarter of a century of the 
devastating effects of modernism and liberalism on the 
life of the N. B. C. and the ABFMS. 
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II 
Events Subsequent to the Organization of CBFMS° 


Since the foregoing is the background which made 
necessary the formation of the CBFMS, we believe our 
readers will be interested also in the facts since the or- 
ganization of the CBFMS which took place on December 
15, 1943. 

1, ABFMS Disavows Inclusive Policy in Word But Not 
in Practice 

The Board of Managers of the American Baptist For- 
eign Mission Society issued a statement at the meeting 
of the Northern Baptist Convention in Atlantic City, 
New Jersey, in May, 1944, ‘“‘disavowing the inclusive 
policy in any sense that would imply the inclusion of ap- 
pointees under the Board who are not in whole-hearted 
agreement with our established evangelical policy.’ How- 
ever, definite evidence to the effect that candidates with 
liberal theological beliefs were appointed before this 
action and have been appointed since the action indicates 
that the action involved no change in policy on the part 
of the Board of Managers. It should be noted that the 
reference in the statement quoted is to the “established 
evangelical policy,” which means that the Board’s action 
merely reaffirms its previous policy. We believe that the 
editor of “Missions” on page 163 of the March, 1945, 
issue enunciated the attitude and the policy of the Board 
of Managers of the ABFMS when he wrote, “The For- 
eign Board has no moral right to. refuse missionary ap- 
pointment to young people from either fundamentalist 
or non-fundamentalist churches in good standing in the 
Northern Baptist Convention who meet the Board’s high 
standards. But instead of recognizing that principle, the 
fundamentalists demand that all missionaries be funda- 
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mentalists, and they therefore now maintain their own. 
foreign mission society.” 

This quotation, though not recognizing the proper 
name of the Conservative Baptist Foreign Mission So- 
ciety, admits that the ABFMS has an “‘inclusive policy,” 
and according to the editor, has no “moral right” to aban- 
don it! This then, is the attitude notwithstanding the 
action to “disavow the inclusive policy.” 

2. The Committee on Cooperative Unity 

Many fair-minded Baptists are wondering, in the light 
of all the recent unrest and confusion, if it is not possible 
to have some basis upon which cooperation can be con- 
tinued? Is it not possible to have some place in our 
Northern Baptist Convention where the convictions of 
the conservatives can be respected? That, according to 
the conservatives, was the purpose for which the Com- 
mittee on Cooperative Unity was appointed. 

At the Atlantic City Convention, May 1944, the presi- 
dent of the Convention was authorized to appoint a 
“Committee on Cooperative Unity.” This committee 
commonly known as the “Committee of Nine” was com- 
posed of three members from the General Council, three 
members from the ABFMS and three members from the 
CBFMS, making the committee a “‘six-three’’ committee 
from the very outset. W. C. Coleman was appointed as 
the chairman of this committee. 

The purpose of this Committee was to find ways and 
means of obtaining cooperative unity within the North- 
ern Baptist Convention. Its purpose was not to suggest 
why the CBFMS should liquidate. 


3. Minority Report Proposed by CBFMS 
The three members representing the CBFMS made an 
honest and sincere effort to suggest to the other members 
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of this committee, a sound basis upon which cooperative 
unity could be attained in the Northern Baptist Con- 
vention. 

This will be seen by a study of their proposals to this 
committee, which proposals later became the “Minority 
Report.” 


THE MINoRITY REPORT 


To the General Council of the 
Northern Baptist Convention 


As members of the Committee on Cooperative Unity, we have 
believed it to be the function of this Committee to find ways 
and means of attaining cooperative unity within the Northern 
Baptist Convention. 

It is our conviction that the Conservative Baptist Foreign 
Mission Society is contributing to this end because its purpose 
and program are not destructive but constructive, not divisive 
but unifying, not competitive but actually supplemental to the 
missionary program of the Northern Baptist Convention. 

The Society has kept a large number of churches within the 
Northern Baptist Convention which otherwise might have been 
lost to it; it has enlisted a large group of consecrated Baptist 
youth for foreign mission service who otherwise would have 
been lost to our Baptist missionary enterprise; and it has chal- 
lenged and channelled thousands of dollars for Baptist foreign 
mission work. 

Therefore, we the representatives of the Conservative Baptist 
Foreign Mission Society on the Committee on Cooperative Unity 
of the Northern Baptist Convention present the following five 
propositions as a unit, which we believe to provide a basis for 
cooperative unity: 

1. That the Northern Baptist Convention recognize the 
Conservative Baptist Foreign Mission Society as an inde- 
pendent Baptist Foreign Mission Society supported by 
Northern Baptist Churches and members of Northern Bap- 
tist Churches. 

2. That delegates to the Northern Baptist Convention 
who are supporting the Conservative Baptist Foreign Mis- 
sion Society as their sole agency for Baptist foreign mission 
work agree to refrain from voting for officers of the Ameri- 
can Baptist Foreign Mission Society. 
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3. That the Conservative Baptist Foreign Mission Society 
agree to refrain from entering those stations of missionary 
responsibility now occupied by the ABFMS without re- 
questing comity arrangements. 

4. That missionaries and officers of the CBFMS be ac- 
corded pension status under the M. & M. Board Retiring 
Pension Plan. 

5. That a committee on Conference and Cooperative 
Unity be continued, so that every effort be made to estab- 
lish a basis for confidence in the cooperative Northern 
Baptist Convention missionary agencies. 

(Signed) 
F. Russell Purdy 
I. Cedric Peterson 
W. Theodore Taylor 
Chicago, Ill. 
May 23, 1945 

This report will commend itself to any fair-minded 
Baptist that the Committee representing the CBFMS 
made an honest and sincere effort to propose a sound basis 
upon which cooperative unity could be attained. But the 
“six” members of this committee who jointly represented 
the General Council and the ABFMS, failed to conceive 
a sound basis of cooperative unity in the proposals of the 
CBFMS because they failed to conceive of amy unity 
which did not bring to an end the CBFMS. 

These “six” members comprising the “majority” of 
the Committee could not countenance what they deemed 
the CBFMS to be—a “competitive” organization. They 
were not willing that hundreds of Baptist churches that 
have lost confidence in the ABFMS because of its inclu- 
sive policy, and were already using the CBFMS as their 
foreign mission agency, should have the privileges of 
supporting a Baptist Foreign Mission Society to their lik- 
ing and be within the framework of the N. B. C. They 
were not willing to see a place for the CBFMS “within” 
without being “under.” 
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These “'six’’ members strongly rejected the idea that 
there is any category for the CBFMS except that of a 
“collecting” agency, surrendering to the “authority” of 
the N, B. C., even though the By-Laws of our Northern 
Baptist Convention provide for the acceptance of a Na- 
tional Baptist body as an “Associated Organization” as 
per Article IX. 


4. General Council Asserts Authority of N. B. C. and 

Rejects Proposals of the CBFMS 

The report of the “six” and the report of the “three” 
were presented to the General Council in a Majority and 
Minority Report in May 1945. Following the presenta- 
tion of both of these reports, the Council voted to accept 
that of the Majority by a vote of about twelve to six. It 
did so against the earnest plea of some of its members 
to refer both reports to the next full meeting of the 
N. B. C. It did so against the advice of other members 
to recommit the entire matter to the further study of the 
Committee of Nine or of a similar group. It did so with 
the openly-expressed opinion that the General Council in 
that moment was actually the N. B. C. Thus we had the 
picture of “Baptist Democracy” in which a dozen or fif- 
teen men spoke for the 7,000 churches of our Northern 
Baptist Convention on an issue which goes to the very 
roots of our common service for Christ, without these 
churches having had a chance to express themselves at a 
Convention ! 

Ultimate decisions among Baptists, however, so long 
as they continue to be Baptists, rest not in the pronounce- 
ments of committees, councils or boards. They rest in 
the free unhampered decision of the local church. There 
is no convention apart from that church. No secretariat 
can control it, no committee can speak for it. The de- 
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cision which issues from the local church is far more 
significant than those which emanate from the General 
Council, We frankly leave it to the mind and conscience 
of Bible-believing Baptists to choose the channel of their 
missionary service for the eternal, virgin-born, sinless Son 
of God, the gospel of whose blood-bought redemption ts 
the power for this needy world. 

Historically speaking, we had local Baptist churches 
carrying on the Lord’s work long before we had a Gen- 
eral Council to make their decisions! Thank God that 
many loca! churches still are making their own decisions! 
This assures us that we shall always have Baptist churches 
true to historic Baptist polity and practice. Churches vol- 
untarily choosing to channel their missionary funds 
through the CBFMS or any other society are merely exer- 
cising their rights as Baptists. 

It is now up to the local church to decide whether it 
will support a missionary society operating under an 
“inclusive policy” by which liberals as well as conserva- 
tives are commissioned as missionaries, or whether it will 
support the CBFMS, a missionary agency wholly commit- 
ted to a sound evangelical policy, which is in agreement 
with our historic Baptist tradition. As Baptists, every 
local church is still free to decide the issue and should 
make its decision prayerfully under the guidance of the 
Holy Spirit. 

5. ABFMS Rejects the Matthew-Luke Accounts of Our 

Lord’s Birth 

Further evidence that the ABFMS is practicing an 
“Inclusive Policy,” and has abandoned the historical 
position of a sound evangelical policy is seen from recent 
action taken by the Board of Managers of the ABFMS 
in June, 1945, when it voted against a motion presented 
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by Dr. Earle V. Pierce, in which the Board had an oppor- 
tunity to declare itself in favor of a “sound evangelical 
policy,” which would have clarified the atmosphere, and 
would have assured Northern Baptists that the ABFMS 
had ot departed from a sound Biblical position. The fol- 
lowing is a copy of the preamble and motion which the 
ABFMS tejected: 


PreRCE RESOLUTION 

“Since the Swedish Baptists in convention assembled in July, 
1944, passed a resolution which in its central part asked the 
Board of Managers of the American Baptist Foreign Mission 
Society ‘whether or not the said Board in its announced ad- 
herence to the New Testament as a trustworthy guide to faith 
and practice clearly includes, as a prerequisite for missionary 
appointment, the unequivocal acceptance by the candidates of 
the essential doctrines, including the accounts of the birth of 
our Lord as related in the gospels of Matthew and Luke,’ and 

“Since such a plain and straightforward question merits from 
us a straightforward answer, and 

“Since I am convinced that our Lord would have us answer 
that question with an unqualified affirmative, as this Board in 
former generations would have answered it, therefore 

“I move that we give to the Swedish Baptists in answer to 
their question a positive and unequivocal ‘Yes’.”’ 

To this motion, to which every Bible-believing Baptist 
could and would whole-heartedly assent, the action of 
the ABFMS was negative, the vote being about twelve 


to four. 


6. ABFMS Again Refuses to Affirm Its Faith 

The following resolution was presented to the Board 
of the American Baptist Foreign Mission Society at its 
November, 1945, meeting by Dr. Peder Stiansen, a mem- 
ber of the Board. This resolution was not adopted, but 
was laid on the table. The refusal of the ABFMS to take 
this opportunity to declare its faith to the Baptist people 
speaks for itself. 
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STIANSEN RESOLUTION 


WHEREAS, the Southern California Baptist Convention is 
gravely concerned about our Baptist fellowship, and 

WHEREAS, the Board of the American Baptist Foreign Mission 
Society at its meeting in June, 1945, declined to adopt the reso- 
lution proposed for the purpose of setting at rest any uncertainty 
as to its evangelical policy, and 

WHEREAS, the Southern California Baptist Convention finds 
that reports of this action are jeopardizing the World Mission 
Crusade, and 

WHEREAS, it is to be feared that other loyal cooperating State 
Conventions, churches, and individuals may be similarly dis- 
turbed, and 

WHEREAS, it will be necessary for our denomination to be 
harmoniously united if the World Mission Crusade is to suc- 
ceed, be it 

RESOLVED, that the Board of the American Baptist Foreign 
Mission Society reaffirms its faith in the evangelical policy enun- 
ciated at Milwaukee in 1924 and restated in 1933, and in 
June, 1943, and pledges its adherence to it, and be it further 

RESOLVED, that the Board reaffirms its belief in the trust- 
worthiness of the Scriptures. This includes the historicity of the 
record of the birth of our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ as 
stated in Matthew and Luke, and be it further 

RESOLVED, that the Board reaffirms its disavowal of the “in- 
clusive policy,” as stated in point three of the Report of the 
Committee on Conference and Cooperative Unity at Atlantic 
City, 1944; and the Board pledges itself to appoint no missionary 
and no secretary who is not in full accord with this policy of 
the Board and be it further 

RESOLVED, that in this day of crisis we urge our Baptist con- 
stituency wholeheartedly and unreservedly to support the World 
Mission Crusade. 

Motion laid on the table. 


Such action places the ABFMS clearly in favor of prac- 
ticing an inclusive policy. We call attention to the fact 
that it is such action as taken by the ABFMS and practiced 
by that Society under the guise of an “Evangelical Policy,” 
which is responsible for the division in our denomination. 

We recall that in the Majority Report which was ac- 
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cepted by the General Council in May, 1945, the accusa- 
tion is made that the CBFMS “tends to undermine 
confidence in all Convention agencies and in the ABFMS 
itself.” 

We point out that it is such official action as taken by 
the ABFMS that not only “tends” to undermine confi- 
dence in the ABFMS and Northern Baptist Convention 
agencies, but is the root cause of all our denominational 
trouble. Thus is becomes more and more apparent that 
the only solution was the organization of a new society, 
serving as a missionary channel for conservative churches 
just as the conservative seminaries, which had been es- 
tablished earlier, were serving the needs of conservative 
churches. . 

If the ABFMS had never departed from its historic 
position there would be no need for a CBFMS. As 
long as liberalism predominates in the ABFMS, there 
will be a CBFMS to propagate true Biblical missions 
for those discerning Baptists who wish to be loyal to 
their Lord, the Bible, and our historic Baptist tradition, 
and to protest the liberal, un-Baptistic position of the 
ABFMS. 


7. Oregon’s Petition to ABFMS Goes Unheeded 


The Oregon Baptist State Convention which met in the 
First Baptist Church, Portland, Oregon, May 7-9, 1946, 
expressed its grave concern over the present crisis in the 
following resolution. 

“WHEREAS, the Board of Managers of the American Baptist 
Foreign Mission Society has gone on record as ‘disavowing the 
interpretation’ of the Inclusive Policy; and 

“WHEREAS, this pronouncement is not a disavowal of the 
root of the trouble, viz., the practice of the Inclusive Policy; and 

“WHEREAS, the practice of the Inclusive Policy is a violation 
e the Foreign Mission Society’s Evangelical Policy statement: 

e it 
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“RESOLVED, that the Oregon Baptist State Convention urgently 
call for the Board of the American Baptist Foreign Mission 
Society to disavow the practice of the Inclusive Policy.” 

To our present knowledge this resolution went un- 
heeded; and the inclusive policy, though an embarrass- 
ment to the ABFMS, still stands as that Board’s ac- 
cepted policy. 

8. The Conservatives Attempt to Correct the Matter 
at Grand Rapids and again at Atlantic City. 
Believing that matters that deeply concern our Baptist 

people should be brought to the floor of the Convention, 

Conservatives at Grand Rapids in 1946 offered the fol- 

lowing resolution for adoption: 

WHEREAS, The Northern Baptist Convention declared in the 
Indianapolis Convention that 

“The Northern Baptist Convention affirms that the New 
Testament is the all-sufficient ground of our faith and practice, 
and we need no other statement,’’ and 

WHEREAS, The Agencies of the Convention have interpreted 
this action inclusively under what is termed the “Inclusive 
Policy,” in confusion as to our testimony on the Gospel of 
Christ and great division and controversy among the churches: 

Be Ir ResOLveD, That the Northern Baptist Convention in 
session at Grand Rapids, Michigan, May 23, 1946, advises its 
Agencies, Councils, and Committees representative of the Con- 
vention in its work that they should not employ as secretaries 
or appoint as missionaries any persons who refuse to affirm 
the following: 

a. That the record of the Incarnation of our Lord Jesus Christ 
as stated in Matthew 1 and Luke 1 and 2 is true and 
trustworthy. 

b. That the record of the Resurrection of Christ as stated 
in Matthew 28, Mark 16, Luke 24, and John 20, 21, is 
true and trustworthy. 

c. That the record of the miracles of Jesus as given in the 
Gospels is true and trustworthy. 

d. That the New Testament is inspired of God in all its con- 
tents and all the acceptance of its historical facts, revela- 
tion, teachings, and doctrines are obligatory in Christian 
faith and practice. 
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By the substitute motion device, as at Indianapolis, che 
delegates did not vote on this issue at all but voted on 
the following resolution (as amended): 

“Bg It RESOLVED that we reaffirm our taith in the New Testa- 
ment as the divinely inspired record and therefore the trust- 


worthy, authoritative, and all-sufficient rule of our faith and 
practice. 

“We rededicate ourselves to Jesus Christ as Lord and Saviour 
and call our entire denomination to the common task of sharing 
the whole gospel with the whole world.” 


This resolution, honestly interpreted and faithfully 
followed, would settle the problem. It would make the 
practice of an Inclusive Policy impossible, but the Foreign 
Board has demonstrated a peculiar ability in “‘interpre- 
tation” by which words that mean one thing to the 
average Baptist mean the opposite to the Board. The 
Foreign Board has not only rejected the authority of 
the New Testament which it professes to respect, but it 
has also rejected the authority of the dictionary by which 
words are used for intelligent communication. 


NORTHERN BAPTIST CONVENTION AGAIN REJECTS 
CONFESSION OF FAITH 

Seeking to test the sincerity of the N.B.C, in adopting 
the substitute resolution at Grand Rapids, the First Bap- 
tist Church, San Pedro, California, instructed its pastor, 
Rev. Clyde Paul White, to present the following resolu- 
tion at Atlantic City, May 21, 1947. The resolutions and 
consequent action speaks for itself. 

Inasmuch as the Northern Baptist Convention assembled in 
Grand Rapids, Michigan, reaffirmed its faith in the New Testa- 
ment in the following language: 

“Br Ir RESOLVED: That we reaffirm our faith in the New 
Testament as a divinely inspired record and therefore a trust- 
worthy, authoritative and all-sufficient rule of our faith and 
practice. We rededicate ourselves to Jesus Christ as Lord and 
Saviour and call our entire denomination to the common task 
of sharing the whole gospel with the whole world.” 
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And since the First Baptist Church of San Pedro agrees with 
this affirmation and believes that the New Testament is very 
specific in its un-interpreted statements of faith about the Person 
and Work of our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ, and since the 
New Testament urges all its readers to beware of false teachers 
and to refuse them position of leadership or refuge and support— 
We present the following resolutions to the Northern Baptist 
Convention and ask the Convention to act upon them: 

Bg IT RESOLVED, that we affirm our faith in the Christ of the 
New Testament and understand the New Testament to reveal 
concerning Him that: 

He is Eternal, He came forth from the Father, was conceived 
of the Holy Spirit, was bor of the Virgin Mary, was sinless 
in mature and character, performed miracles by the power of 
God, died for the sins of all men, was buried and arose again 
bodily from the grave the third day, ascended up to heaven, is 
sole and all-sufficient mediator between God and man, is mighty 
and seeking to save, and will come again as He promised. 

Bg It FURTHER RESOLVED, that this Convention require its 
employees and the employees of all its agencies, boards and 
committees to accept without question the plain, self evident, 
un-interpreted New Testament statements concerning our Lord 
as at least one condition of employment or appointment by 
the Convention. i 4 

This resolution was rejected by adopting the following 
substitute motion: 

Bg It RgsoLvep, that, believing that the Grand Rapids resolu- 
tion clearly expressed the will of our people, this Convention 
again refuses to make any creedal statement a test of fellowship 
and service. 

9. Dr. Pierce’s Plebiscite to N. B. C. Pastors 

Dr. Earle V. Pierce, a member of the Foreign Board, 
made an attempt to discover the attitude of the pastors 
concerning the sending out of missionaries who do not 
accept the historic Christian doctrines, and the doctrine 
of the virgin birth of Christ in particular (Watchman- 
Examiner, Oct. 31, 1946). Dr. John W. Bradbury, in 
an editorial says concerning this: ‘Taking seriously his 
responsibility as an elected representative of Northern 
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Baptists on the Board of Managers of the American Bap- 
tist Foreign Mission Society, Dr. Pierce submitted a vital 
issue to the pastors of the churches, giving them a simple 
means of registering their convictions. Being denied any 
official assistance, which he requested as his right as an 
elected representative, he undertook the task at his own 
charges, Of 5,252 pastors receiving Dr. Pierce’s voting 
cards, 2524 answered, which is the highest percentage 
of replies to a general communication we have yet known. 
The issue concerned the Biblical record of the incarnation. 
Dr. Pierce’s position is supported by the greatest majority 
(2,286) in any vote taken by Northern Baptists. If the 
affirmative voting pastors reflect their churches, then Dr. 
Pierce is literally supported by hundreds of thousands 
of Northern Baptists. The Convention certainly will 
wonder what the Board of Managers of the ABFMS will 
do about the critical issue involved.’ (Watchman- 
Examiner, Nov. 21, 1946.) If the Board follows its usual 
course, it will do nothing, for it has not shown any great 
responsiveness to former attempts to get it to abandon 
its Inclusive Policy and declare its faith in the simple, 
clear-cut statements of scripture. 


10. Oregon’s Second Resolution Unheeded 

Again the following year, May 6-8, 1947, when Oregon 
Baptists were in session in their State Convention they 
passed the following resolution: 

WHEREAS, The Oregon Baptist State Convention, at its annual 
meeting, May, 1946, adopted the following Resolution: 

“WHEREAS, The Board of Managers of the American Baptist 
Foreign Mission Society has gone on record as ‘disavowing the 
interpretation’ of the Inclusive Policy; and, 

“WHEREAS, This pronouncement is not a disavowal of the 
root of the trouble, namely, THE PRACTICE OF THE INCLUSIVE 
Po.ticy; and, 

“WHEREAS, The practice of the Inclusive Policy is a violation 
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of the Foreign Mission Society’s Evangelical Policy statement, 

“THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Oregon Baptist State 
Convention urgently call for the Board of the American Baptist 
Foreign Mission Society to disavow the PRACTICE of the Inclusive 
Policy.” 

AND, WHEREAS, The American Baptist Foreign Mission Board 
continues the practice of the Inclusive Policy, in disregard of 
the numerous protests from the Northern Baptist Convention 
territory; and, 

WHEREAS, The Foreign Mission Board has sent back to China 
Dryden L. Phelps, co-author of the book entitled Jesus, in which 
the following statements appear, which, to say the least, are 
repugnant to Oregon Baptists, and constitute teaching, which, 
according to the Preamble of our Oregon Baptist State Conven- 
tion Constitution, we are called upon to oppose: 

“The present volume includes everything from the records 
of Matthew, Mark and Luke that can be established as belong- 
ing to the earliest tradition.” 

“Jesus’ father was a Jewish carpenter called Joseph. His 
mother’s name was Mary.” 

“The crowd believed that the evil spirits had gone from the 
man, now healed, into the pigs. A possible explanation is that 
the men who looked after the pigs joined the crowd watching 
Jesus, and that the pigs were frightened by some of the people.” 

“In their excitement and their belief in Jesus’ unlimited 
power, the disciples felt that it was Jesus who had quieted 
the storm with the words ‘Peace, be still.’ It is possible that 
these words were addressed to his disciples rather than to the 
wind and waves.” 

It may be noted that the phrase “Son of God” has been 
omitted or changed in the following passages: Matt. 13:33; 
Mark 1:1, 15:39; Luke 1:35. 

AND, WHEREAS, The practice of the Inclusive Policy is the 
root of the disturbance in our national and State Convention, 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Oregon Baptist State 
Convention again call upon the American Baptist Foreign Mis- 
sion Board to stop the practice of this ‘inclusivism,’ which vio- 
x33 the Foreign Mission Society's Evangelical Policy statement; 
and, 

Be Ir FURTHER RESOLVED, That we call upon the American 
Baptist Foreign Mission Board, in the interest of the preserva- 
tion of our historic witness, as Baptists, to the trustworthiness 
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of the Scriptures, and loyalty to Jesus Christ who is God and 
our Saviour, and in the interest of denominational unity, show 
good faith in the same by immediately calling home Dryden L. 
Phelps from China. 

The ABFMS again ignored this second attempt on 
the part of the Oregon Baptist Convention to bring about 
the return of Mr. Dryden Phelps from China. In Novem- 
ber of 1948 the liberal element within the state of Oregon 
started a counter offensive which ended in the expulsion 
of the conservative churches from the Oregon Baptist 
Convention. One of the first moves on the part of the 
convention sympathizers after the conservatives were ex- 
cluded was to pressure through the convention an apology 
to Dryden Phelps for the previous action of Conservative 
Baptists in the state of Oregon. Thus it can be seen that 
the invitation by the Board of Managers of the ABFMS 
to examine and recall candidates and missionaries who 
do not accept the full doctrines of the Scriptures is 
simply a subterfuge because the ABFMS is committed 
to the inclusive policy without any apology. Further, it is 
needless to bring protest, for as has been stated in the 
minority report of the conservative members of the 
ABFMS, John W. Bradbury, H. A. Davidson, F. Arvid 
Hagstrom, Earle V. Pierce and Peter Stiansen, that ‘‘no 
charges against specific missionaries will be made, for 
to do so would be useless and employed only to dis- 
credit those who made them.” (Watchman-Examiner 
12/16/43.) 

11. Modernist Re-elected to ABFMS Board 

Further evidence that the ABFMS was committed to 
the Inclusive Policy is seen in the re-election of Gordon 
Poteat to its Board in May, 1947. 

Writing in Baptist Freedom (January 15, 1945), Dr. 
Poteat objects to making belief in the virgin birth of 
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Christ a Peedi to missionary appointment. Thus 
when the Board had an opportunity to eliminate one of 
its outstanding modernists, it revealed its true nature in 
his re-election. 


12. Summary 

a). All the facts submitted in this pamphlet are ample 
evidence that conservatives have sought honestly to cor- 
rect matters from within before the new society was 
formed. The fact that every attempt to get the ABFMS 
to clarify its vague ‘Evangelical Policy” and abandon its 
“Inclusive Policy,” has met with evasion or rejection, 
made the formation of the Conservative Baptist Foreign 
Mission Society a necessity. 

b). Men have tried to reform the Foreign Board from 
within. Well known conservatives have remained on 
the Board, risked the loss of their reputation with their 
brethren, at times endangered their own integrity, hoping 
they could cure the matter from within. The attempts have 
failed. 

c). The General Council, adopting the majority report 
of the Committee on Conciliation, felt that exclusion from 
the Convention fellowship was the solution. So the appeal 
to the General Council resulted only in more friction, 
with the powers of the General Council challenged on 
every hand. 

d). Great state conventions have felt that their petitions 
to the Board might have some weight and contribute 
toward a settlement, but they have been ignored. Baptists 
still have the right of petition but many churches can 
testify that their petitions have accomplished little and 
many pastors have their questions unanswered. 

e). Convention action has been tried, but at Atlantic City 
by clever tactics the threatened storm was channelled off 
into a committee to report one year hence. At Grand 
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Rapids, a substitute motion was used effectively to pre- 
vent a clear cut vote on the issue. As long as parliament- 
ary strategy is used unscrupulously to prevent a clear vote 
on this issue, it is useless to expect redress from the Con- 
vention. The matter must be dealt with more sternly 
by the churches. 

f). A storm of Convention-wide proportions that threat- 
ens to wreck the whole unified budget, a fast growing 
conservative society, have left the Board unmoved. 

g). A vote of pastors has been taken. This vote does 
not support the position of the Board. 

h). Any attempt to bring about unity within the N. B, C., 
or any of its agencies without abandoning the practice 
of the “Inclusive Policy,” is doomed to meet with fail- 
ure because such a unity would mean the compromise 
of convictions for Bible-believing Baptists. 

i). Until the Convention or its agencies will clearly 
answer the simple question, are Matthew’s and Luke’s ac- 
counts of our Lord’s birth true and trustworthy and 
if so, are all missionaries and board secretaries required 
to declare their faith in it as a prerequisite for appoint- 
ment?—until that question is answered in an honest, 
sincere affirmative, there will be reason to doubt what is 
meant by the doctrinal statement adopted at Grand 
Rapids. 

j). We no longer ask, “What can Conservatives do?” 
We must ask, “What ought Conservatives do now?” 
Many have answered that question by supporting the 
CBFMS which is founded on a true Evangelical Policy 
which is in true succession to our historic Baptist tradi- 
tion. The CBFMS was organized to meet the need of 
hundreds of Baptist churches who desired to support a 
Baptist Foreign Society, free from inclusivism and sound 
in the faith. 
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Il 
Development and Growth of CBFMS 


1. Three Regional Conferences (October, 1943) 

The CBFMS was conceived in prayer. Legal incorpora- 
tion took place in December, 1943. This was done only 
after the resolution to form a new Society, adopted by 
the group of about 75 ministers and laymen assembled 
in Chicago on May 24, 1943, had been submitted to three 
regional conferences held in San Francisco, Chicago, and 
New York, during the weeks of October 17, October 24, 
and October 30, respectively. 

These three regional conferences were the means of 
presenting to hundreds of pastors and church members 
the proposals drawn up by those assembled at the pre- 
vious meeting in Chicago. 


2. CBFMS Constitutional Convention and Constitution 
Adopted (December, 1943) 


As a result of these three regional conferences, which 
expressed themselves overwhelmingly in favor of a 
new foreign mission society, a constitutional convention 
was assembled in Chicago. 

At this same meeting, Dr. E, Myers Harrison, Dr. 
W. Theodore Taylor, Rev. I. Cedric Peterson and Rev. 
Melville Hatcher, were elected as the Society’s temporary 
officers to serve as president, vice-president, treasurer 
and recording secretary respectively until the following 
May when the entire constituency would meet in Atlantic 
City prior to the Northern Baptist Convention and elect 
officers and Board members according to the constitution. 

Also at this meeting in December, 1943, Rev. and Mrs. 
Eric Frykenberg, who had served in India under the 
American Baptist Foreign Mission Society, and had re- 
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signed from that society, were invited by the CBFMS 
to become the first missionaries under appointment by 
the CBFMS. 

When the Board met in February, 1944, in Chicago, 
Dr. and Mrs, Raymond Buker, who had served in Burma 
under the ABFMS and who also had resigned from that 
society, were appointed by the CBFMS. 

On March 15, 1944, national headquarters were estab- 
lished at 203 N. Wabash Avenue in Chicago and in July, 
1944, the services of Rev. Robert Klingberg were en- 
listed as assistant treasurer and office manager. 

In April, 1947, the Society purchased its present Head- 
quarters building at 352 Wellington Ave., Chicago 14, Ill. 
3. First Annual Meeting of CBFMS (Atlantic City, 

May, 1944) 

At the first annual meeting of the Society in Atlantic 
City in May, 1944, Dr. W. Theodore Taylor, pastor of 
the Central Baptist Church, New York City, was elected 
president. 

Thirteen additional missionaries were also appointed 
by the Board at this meeting in May and, together with 
the four previously appointed, were set apart for foreign 
missionary work in the Society's first commissioning 
service. 

At the meeting of the Board in September, 1944, Rev. 
Vincent Brushwyler, pastor of the First Baptist Church, 
Muscatine, Iowa, a member of the Board and chairman 
of the Candidate Committee was appointed as General 
Director. Mr. Brushwyler assumed his duties on Novem- 
ber 1, 1944. 

At the same meeting four missionary candidates were 
appointed. 

Missionaries have been appointed at each subsequent 
meeting of the board, bringing the total to over two 
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hundred under appointment in six years. 


4, CBFMS Foreign Mission Fields 


The Society already has established work on several 
fields with over half of its missionaries already at work. 
The following are the fields for which the Board has 
accepted missionary responsibility in Asia, Africa, South 
America and Europe: 


. Central India 

West China 

. South Central China 
. Japan 

Belgian Congo 
French West Africa 
North Brazil 

Italy 

. Argentina 


. Portugal 


The work in Portugal is carried on largely by national 
Portuguese Baptists who are receiving financial aid 
from the CBFMS. This enables these national Chris- 
tians to devote their full time to the preaching of the 
Gospel. Due to this help the Portuguese Baptists have 
been enabled to expand their work to Angola, Portu- 
guese West Africa, and to the Cape Verde Islands. 


11. France 
Financial assistance for evangelism is given to the 
French Bible Mission of Paris, which is an association 
of French speaking Baptists. 

12. Philippine Islands (In cooperation with Far East 
senda Company and Far Eastern Gospel Cru- 
sade. ) 


PENI AVAYNe 


e 
oS 


36 


5. How the CBFMS is Organized and Operates 

Representation on the Board of Directors is established 
according to the three geographical sections stipulated by 
the constitution of the Society. The Board, composed 
of eighteen such representatives elected at the annual 
meeting of the Society, is responsible for the conduct of 
the work. 

The Board meets several times during the year. While 
the general routine work of the Society is handled at 
- headquarters, certain administrative functions are in the 
hands of various committees made up of Board members 
and other conservative Baptists. Included in this list are 
the Executive, Finance, Fields, Candidates, Promotion 
and Missionary Education. On the foreign field the 
CBFMS operates through the organization of a Field 
Council. 

The General Director supervises all phases of the work 
of the Society and spends considerable time among the 
churches, preaching the Gospel, making the work of 
the Society known and seeking as candidates those whom 
the Lord has called into missionary service. 

The Foreign Secretary assumes responsibility for field 
administrative policies, transportation of the mission- 
aries to the field together with the securing of the pass- 
ports, visas, etc. He also spends much time in doing 
deputation work in the churches. 


6. Goa’s Seal of Approval Upon the CBFMS 

God’s seal of approval upon the CBFMS is seen in: 

a. The large number of missionary candidates already 
under appointment. 

b. The fields that already have been occupied, and 
those that are in prospect for early occupancy by the Con- 
servative Baptist Foreign Mission Society. 
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c. The reports trom the fields indicating that already 
many souls have been saved through the message of our 
missionaries. 

d. The fact that over 1200 Baptist churches all across 
the Northern Baptist territory are annually channeling 
missionary funds through the CBFMS. 

e. The indication by word from hundreds of Baptist 
churches that CBFMS has already challenged new en- 
thusiasm and interest in the cause of world evangelism. 

All this is abundant proof that the CBFMS is meeting 
a great need in our Baptist denomination. 


7. CBFMS Objectives 

Briefly, here are the objectives of the Conservative 
Baptist Foreign Mission Society. 

1. To foster true Baptist Missions built upon the trust- 
worthiness of the Scriptures (including the Virgin 
Birth of Christ.) 

2. To put the emphasis upon Evangelism in Baptist 
Missions, i. e. to win the lost to Christ. 

3. To function as a Biblically centered missionary 
agency for each discerning local Baptist Church 
in its foreign missionary outreach. 

4. To enlist as missionaries only those who give evi- 
dence of a sound conversion and personal faith, a 
passion to win the lost and who accept and subscribe 
to the historical Baptist doctrines. 

In conclusion, we appeal to all conservative, Bible- 
believing Baptists to prayerfully consider the CBFMS 
as their foreign missionary agency, committed to a single 
policy of loyalty to the Scriptures as true and trustworthy 
in every account, and in true historic succession to our 
early pioneer Baptist missionaries, and worthy of the con- 
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fidence, prayers and support of our Baptist constituency. 
8. Eligibility to Vote at Annual CBFMS Meeting 

Only those persons who, without reservation, fully and 
freely subscribe to the following doctrinal statement are 
eligible to vote, and only those who without reservation 
will subscribe to, by signing, the following doctrinal state- 
ment annually, are eligible to serve as officers, regular em- 
ployees or missionary representatives of the Society. 


Doctrinal Statement 


1 


We believe that the Bible is God’s Word, that it 
was written by men divinely and uniquely inspired, that it 
is absolutely trustworthy and has supreme authority in all 
matters of faith and conduct. 


2 


We believe in God the Father, creator of heaven and 
earth, perfect in holiness, infinite in wisdom, measureless in 
power. We rejoice that He concerns Himself mercifully in the 
affairs of men, that He hears and answers prayer and that 
He saves from sin and death all who come to Him through 
Jesus Christ. 


3 


We believe in Jesus Christ, God’s only begotten Son, 
conceived of the Holy Spirit, born of the Virgin Mary, sinless 
in His life, making atonement for the sin of the world by 
His death on the cross. We believe in His bodily resurrection, 
His Ascension into heaven, His high priestly intercession for 
His people and His personal, visible return to the world 
according to His promise. 


4 


We believe in the Holy Spirit, who came forth from 
God to convince the world of sin, of righteousness and of 
judgment, and to regenerate, sanctify and comfort those who 
believe in Jesus Christ. 


5 


We believe that all men by nature and by choice are 
sinners, but that “God so loved the world that He gave His 
only begotten Son, that whosoever believeth in Him should 
not perish, but have everlasting life.” We believe, therefore, 
that those who accept Christ as their Lord and Saviour will 
rejoice forever in God’s presence and those who refuse to 
accept Christ as Lord and Saviour will be forever separated 
from 
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6 


We believe in the Church—a living, spiritual body 
of which Christ is the Head and of which all regenerated 
people are members. We believe that a visible church is a 
company of believers in Jesus Christ, buried with Him in 
baptism and associated for worship, work and fellowship. We 
believe that to these visible churches were committed, for ob- 
servance “till He come,” the ordinances of baptism and the 
Lord’s Supper; and that God has laid upon these churches 
the task of persuading a lost world to accept Jesus Christ as 
Saviour and to enthrone Him as Lord and Master. We believe 
that human betterment and social improvement are essential 
products of the Gospel. 


7 


We believe that every human being is responsible 
to God alone in all matters of faith 
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We believe that each church is independent and 
autonomous, and must be free from interference by any eccle- 
siastical or political authority; that, therefore, Church and 
State must be kept separate as having different functions, each 
fulfilling its duties free from the dictation or patronage of 
the other. 


Maps Showing Geographical Location of 
CBFMS Mission Fields 


“Lift up your eyes and look on the fields; for they are 
white already to harvest.” —John 4:35 


“Let the heathen march in single file at a brisk walk 
before you. Every hour enough will pass to populate a 
town of thirty-six hundred. Hour after hour, from noon 
till midnight, from midnight till noon, months and years, 
that procession will move on. Nay, it will never end; for 
by the time one generation has passed, another stands 
ready to take its place. It is the march of Death; and every 
second a soul that has heard little or nothing of Christ 
enters the world of the departed. For every breath that 
you draw, four spirits pass from heathenism to eternity.” 


INDIA 


343,000,000 population. 

200,000,000 unevangel- 
ized. 

14 missionaries per mil- 
lion (1 for every 
72,000 population). 


ry India contains one-fifth 
of the world’s popula- 
tion. 


27,000 natives die daily 


| N DI A without Christ. 


500 native states without 
a resident missionary. 
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AFRICA 







150,000,000 population. 


50 to 70 million are un- 
evangelized. . 


FRENCH 
WEST AFRICA 






1 missionary to 18,000. 


56 missionaries per miil- 
lion population. 


523 distinct languages 


AFRICA arn and 320 dialects. 


SOUTH AMERICA 


87,000,000 population. 
300-400 tribes. 
60,000,000 unevangelized. 


Is SouUTH AMERICA 
CATHOLIC? 

George Howard gives the 
following facts: 

Chile has one priest to every 
SOUTH 72000 population. 
AMERICA Peru and Mexico have one 
| ) ipa ‘ priest to every 6,000 popula- 
af tion. 
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Guatemala has one priest to every 25,000 population. 

Argentina, with a population of 14,200,000 and Brazil, 
with a population of 46,200,000, have one priest to 
every 9,000 population. 

Ecuador—population 3,200,000; 1,600,000 Indians; 
300-400 tribes unreached with the Gospel. 


CHINA 


440,000,000 popula- 
tion. One-fourth 
of the world’s 
population, Three- 
fourths of people 
live in rural areas 
where it is esti- 
mated that one- 
half of the popula- 
tion are still out of 
reach of the Gos- 





pel. 48,000,000 Moslems in China. 


JAPAN AND PHILIPPINE ISLANDS 
JAPAN—80,000,000 popula- 
JAPAN he tion, living in . cae 
equal to that of Califor- 
nia. Less than 4 Christians 
per 1,000 population. 
About 13 missionaries per 
million population. 
PHILIPPINE IsLANDS—114,- 
000 square miles (area 
equal to that of New Eng- 
land and New York) 
ren SLANDS rae 13,300,000 _ population. 
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1,000,000 Mohammedans 
and Moros without a Gospel witness. Dominated by Ro- 
man Catholicism. CBFMS missionaries are working in 
cooperation with the Far East Broadcasting Company 
and the Far Eastern Gospel Crusade. 


EUROPE 
550,000,000 population. 







BARA uh a 400,000,000 live in un- 
22/8 evangelized countries. 
Ne PE 125,000,000 Protestants. 

£0 The CBFMS has under- 

sp ST taken relief and evan- 

vy e gelization through the 


French Bible Mission in 

France and Switzerland 

and the training and supporting of native evangelists 

in Portugal. 

Portugal—8,000,000 population. A Roman Catholic 
country, with very little Gospel preaching being sup- 
ported. 





PORTUGAL 
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ITALY 


Italy—45,650,000 population. CBFMS missionaries are 
interested in the evangelization of Italy and in the 
training of ex-priests in the evangelical faith. 
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For further information and literature concerning the 
fields and work of the CBFMS, write to: 
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352 Wellington Avenue 
Chicago 14, Illinois 


